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didate for political office which is diverted
from political campalgh purposes to the
personal use of the candidate or other indi-
vidual constitutes taxable income to such
candidate or other individual.

1.T. 3276, C.B. 1939-1 (Part 1}, 108, modi-
fied.

Advice is requested whether that part of
the political contributions received by a
political organization or an individual seek-
ing political office which is diverted to the
personal use of the candidate or other in-
dividual constitutes taxable incorae to ‘such
candidate or other individual.

Contributions to political organizations
are customarily made
understanding that they be used for the ex-
penses of a political campaign or for some
similar purpose. Such contributions are not
deductible for Federal income tax purposes
by the dovor. See 1.T. 8276, C.B. 1939-1 (pt.
1), 108.

Where a political gift is received by an
individual or a political organization and it is
neld or used for the purposes intended; l.e.,
for present or future expenses of a political
campaign or for some similar purpose, it is
not taxable income to the recipient. See L.T.
3276, supra. However, any amount diverted
from the channel of campaign activities and
used by a candidate or other individual for
personal use constitutes taxable income to
such candidate or other individual for the
year in which the funds are so diverted. For
example, a candidate seeking political office
receives contributions totaling $1,000 from
individuals and organizations for use in his
campaign for election to such office. During
the campaign the candidate expends $600 of
the contributed funds for campaign pur-
poses. He uses the balance of the campalgn
funds to reduce the mortgage on his personal
residence. In such a case the candidate will
be required to include in his taxable income
the $400 which represents the portion of the
fund which he diverted to his personal use.
such amount will be includible in taxable
income in the year in which 8o diverted.

1.T. 3276, supra, s modified to the extent
that it is inconsistent with the views ex-
pressed herein.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Delaware. I now
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the Recorp another Treasury Depart-
ment ruling, dated November 13, 1961,
signed by Commissioner Mortimer Cap-
1in and addressed to Senator EVERETT
DIRKSEN.

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

NovEMBER 13, 1961,
Hon. EvERErT MCKINLEY DIRKSEN,
U.S. Senate.

Drar SENATOR DirksEN: This letter relates
to the treatment, for Federal income tax
purposes, of campalgn contributions received
by an individual or a political organization,
and is written to ‘confirm our telephone con-
versation of November 2, 1961.

The baslc rule applicable to this area of
the law, as set forth in 1.T. 3276, Cumulative
Bulletin 1939-1 (part 1), 108, and Revenue
Ruling 54-80, Cumulative Bulletin 19854-1,
11, is that a campalgn or political contribu-
tion received by an individual or political
organization 1s not includible in the income
of the recipient, to the extent it 1s used for
present or future expenses of a political or
similar purpose; however, the portion of the
contribution which is diverted to the per-
sonal use of the candidate or other individ-
ual is includible in his gross income in the
year the funds are so diverted.

The aforementioned rulings were cited
with approval in the jeading case deallng
with campalgn contributions, O’Dwyer V.
Commissioner, (C.A. 4th 1959) 266 F. 2d 675,

with the intent and

where the Court held that Revenue Ruling
54-80 was declaratory of judicial interpre-
tation of existing law, and thus concluded
that political contributions were to be
treated as income where the taxpayer failed
to prove that they were not diverted to the
taxpayer’s personal use. (See also Manson
L. Reichert, (1953) 19 T.C. 1027, affirmed on
other grounds (C.C.A. 7th 1054) 214 F. 2d
19, and Orlend J. Ridenour, T.C. Memo 19567—
126, which are in accord with the rulings).

In sum, campaign or polltical contribu-
tions are considered glfts conditioned upon
their being used for the purpose for which
given. .

With kind regards.

Sincerely,
MORTIMER CAPLIN,
Commissioner.

Mr, WILLIAMS of Delaware. There
has been no change in the law since
1954 and 1961 and these rulings are still
in effect.

Next, to establish that the contribu-
tions and tickets purchased to these
Connecticut dinners were normal politi-
cal campaign contributions, I ask unani-
mous consent that a letter sent out by
the treasurer of the dinner committee in
solicitation of these funds be printed at
this point in the RECORD.

There is no objection, the letter was
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as
follows:

OcTOBER 16, 1963.

Dear In 1964, our friend,
Senator THomas J. Dopp, will campaign for
reelection to the U.S. Senate. It does not
seem necessary for me to stress the heavy
financial burden that this campalgn will
involve. For this reason, it is necessary for
those of us who respect and admire Senator
Dobp to lend whatever ald we can to assist
him in presenting a vigorous campaign,
To this end, we have scheduled October 26
as a fund-raising date throughout the State,
and we are fortunate enough to be able to
announce that Vice President Lyndon B.
Johmson will be here 1in Connecticut
throughout the entire day to take part in
the various activities planned for that day.

Here in Fairfield County, we have sched-~
uled a cocktall party at the home of Mr.
and Mrs. Archie Perry, 750 Verna Hill Road,
Fairfield, between the hours of 3 pm, and
5 pm. The Vice Prestdent and Senator
Dopp will be at Mr, and Mrs, Perry's home
and an Invitation to that party wlll be sent
to you at your request. Inasmuch as Mr.
and Mrs. Perry have been graclous enough
to give us their home for this occaslon and
have underwritten the expenses in connec-
tion with the party, it is our hope that the
various guests will see fit to make contribu-
tions of $100 or more. I hope you can find
it within your means and power to help us
assist the Senator by being present,

The cocktall party is followed by a dinner
at the Stratfield Motor Inn. The dinner is
scheduled to commence at 7:30 P.M. and
one or more tickets will be sent at your re-
quest. We fully expect this dinner to be a
gala affair and I would very much like to
see you there with whatever guests you may
elect to bring with you. The subscription
for this dinner is $25.00 or more per person.
Needless to say, I am very anxious for these
affairs to be outstanding successes and I
would consider it a great personal favor if
you decide that you can take part.

I hope to talk with you personally about
this matter within the next few days, but in
the event that I am not able to make all
the necessary phone calls, I hope you will
not resent 1t if one of my gecretaries calls
you concerning it.

In the event you

can reach your decislon
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without a phone call, please feel free to send
me your check for one or both affairs made
payable to me as Treasurer, Dodd Dinner.
Cordially,
PauL.

THE WAR IN VIETNAM—OBSERVA-
TIONS OF SENATOR RUSSELL OF
GEORGIA

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, in an
interview appearing in this week’s U.S.
News & World Report, our distinguished
colleague, Senator RUSSELL, of Georgia,
made some extremely important and sig-
nificant observations and statements in -
answering timely and urgent questions
about the present and future course of
the war in Vietnam.

The Senator from Georgia is widely
and justly recognized as one of the best
informed and most authoritative men
in the world on our military affairs and
problems. TFrom his vantage point s
chairman of the Armed Services Com-
mittee, and from his vast and illustrious
experience in defense matters and other
national affairs, he is uniquely qualified
to speak with wisdom and authority on
this very vital matter.

In addition, the high respect which all
have for his personal and intellectual
integrity, and his well-deserved reputa-
tion for sound, prudent, and conscien-
tious judgments and conclusions, dictate
that his landmark statements be given
careful and scarching consideration at
the highest echelons of our Government,
by the Congress and by the American
public.

In a perceptive column in this morn-
ing’s New York Times entitled “Clearing
the Fog of Policy,” the respected colum-
nist, Mr. Arthur Krock, correctly states
that Senator RUSSELL'S judgment “will
pe influential in shaping the attitude
of Congress toward the administration’s
conduct of the war.”

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have the interview with Senator
RusseELL as reported in U.S. News &
world Report, and Mr. Krock’s fine col-
umn, printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the inter-
view and article were ordered to be
printed in the REecorp, as follows:

[From U.S. News & World Report,
May 2. 1966]
EXCLUSIVE INTERVIEW ! SENATOR RUSSELL ON
VieTNAM: “GO IN AND WIN-—OR Ger OUT”

(Nore.—Some of the most influential
Democrats in Congress are beginning to have
second thoughts about the war in Vietnam—
and about the administration’s way of deal-
ing with it. Is the time for half measures
at an end? Should the United States buckle
down and win, or turn around and bring its
fighting forces home?

(Senator RICHARD B. RusseLL, Democrat, of
Georgia, is one of the best-informed men on
U.S. military affairs, worldwide. As chair-
man of the Armed Services Committee, he
has up-to-the-minute knowledge of opera-
tions in Vietnam. In this exclusive inter-
view, the Senator answers urgent questions
about the war and its future.)

Question. Senator RUSSELL, do you sense
that people are getting increasingly dis-
turbed and impatient over the way the
United States is trylng to fight the war in
Vietnam?
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(3) All erpenditures made by or on behalf
i such committee; and

{4} The name and address of every person
ts whom any such expenditure is made, and
the date thoreof.

(e} I #11 be the duty of the treasurer Lo
obtaln and keen a receipted bill, stating the
particulavs, for every expendibure by or on
hiehalf of a political committea excesding $10
in amount, The treasurer shall praserve all
ciptrd hill and accounts required to be
kopt by thls section for a perind of at least
2 years Irom the date aof the filing of the
ibatement econtaining such items. (Feb. 28,
5, ch. 368, title IIT, scc. 303, 43 Stat, 1071.)
ACCOTINTS OF CONTRIBUTIONS

HoUIvED

FUTON a4,

m who receives a coatributinn
fiar o pal I committes all, on demangd
oi the treasurer, and in any event, within 5
days atier tha receipt of surh corntribution,
reader tn Lhe breasurer a detailed account
thereat, inclading the mame and address of
the pearson imaking such contribntion, and
ke date on which received. (Feh, 28. 1925,
. 368, title IIT, see. 304, 43 Stat. 1071 )

WWITON 244, STATEMENTS RY TREASTIRFR FIT.ED

WITIL NTERK OF HOUSE OF REPRESTNTATIVES

(1) The troasurer of a political committee
shadl file with the Clerk betwnen the 1st and
LOth days of March, Jun ¢, and Sentember, in
et year, and also between the 10th and
Sbh days, and on tie 5th day, next preced-
njr the dabte on which a genersl election is
to be held, ot which eandidates are to be
clected in two or more States, and also on
he Tst day of January, a statement, contain-
ingg, complete as of the day next preceding
bhe dade of liing—

;1) The nime and address of each por-
5o who has made a comtribution to or for
suech commitiee in one or more tems of the
agregate amount or value, within the ecal-
sndar year, of $100 or more, together with
fhe amount and date of such contribution;

(4) ‘rhe total sum of the contribntions
made to or tor such committee during the
calendnr year and not stated under nara-
ph (11,

(1) The total sum of all contributions
madde to or for such commiltee during the
cialendar year;

(4) The name and address of each per-
non o whom an expenditure in ene or more
items of the apgregate amount or value,
within the calendar year, of 810 or more
has been made by or on hbehalf of such
committee, and the amount, date, and pur-
pose of such expenditure:

{J) The total surmn of all expenditures
made by or on behalf of sneh eommiltee
diirlng the calendar year and not stated
under paragranh (4);

(6) 'I'he total sum of expenditures made
iry or on hehali of such commitiee during the
culendar yenr. .

(b) The statements requived to be filed
by subdivision (a) of this section shall be
cumllative during the calendar year 1o
which they relate, but where there has heen
no change in an item reported in a previous
“vatoment only the amount need be carried
lorward.

(¢} The statement filed on the 1st day of
Januvary shall cover the preceding calendar
year. (KFeb. 2R 1925, ch. 368, title TII, sec.
305, 43 Stat. 1071.)

HBICTION 245 STATEMENT BY OTHERS THAN

UOLITICAL COMMITTER FILED WITH CLERK OF

TIOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

mvery person {other than a political com-
mittee) who makes an expenditure in one
or mare items, other than by contribution
to a political committee, ageregating $50 or
tore within a ealendar year for the purpose
of influencing in two or more States the
tlection of eandidates, shall file with the
Clerk an itemized detailed staterment of such

tivery pers

expenditire in the same manncor as required

of the wureasurer of a political committee by

section 244 of this titie. (Feb. 28, 1925, ch.

263, title IIT, sec. 806, 43 Stat. 1172.)

HECTION 246. STATEMENTS BY CAxDIDATES FOR
SENATOR, REPRESENTATIVE, DELESATE, OR RESI-
DENT COMMISSIONER FILED WiTil SECRETARY
OF SENATE AND CLEEK OF HOV'SE OF REPRE-

(i) hvery candidate for Senc or shall file

" Secretary ar-d every r:ndidate for
Eepresentative, Delernte, or Resident Com-
missioner shall file with the Cirrk not less
than ten ner move thin fifteen days before,
> witiin thirty days after, the date on
-2 election is to be held o statement
a7, complete as of the duy next pre-
the date of i
cct and itemized ace unt of each
contribution received Ly him or hy any per-
son for him with his knowledge or consent,
from any souree, in aid or suppor. of his can-~
d ¥ tor election, or tor the prurpose of in-
fluencing: the result of the elect Hn, together
with the name of the person w!.» has made
sueh conleibution:

(2) A correct and itemized acehunt of ench

- expendifure made by him or by uny person

for him with his knowledge or consent, in
ald or support of his cundidacy ‘or election,
or for the purpose of influencin: the result
oI the election, togethor with tae hame of
nhe person to whom such expenditure was
mada; except that only the tota’ sum of ex-
penditures for items specified in «irhdivision
ic) of g ion 248 of this title nee! he stated;

(3) A statement of every prom: o or pledge
made by him or by any person for him with
his concent, prior to the closing ~f the polls
on the day of the electicn, relative to the ap-
rointment or recommendation - appoint-
ment, of any person te -ny publis or private
position or employmen’ for the nurpose of
Frocuring support in his candid ¥y, and the
name, address, and occupation at €Very per-
son to whom any such promise or pledge has
been made, together with the description of
any such position. If 2o such nromise or
pledge has been made, that fact shall be
specificaliy stated.

(b) Th=z statements reguired te be filed by
subdivision (a) of this section shall be
camulative. but where there his bheen no
change in an item reported in n previous
statement only the amcunt need he carried
forward.

{c) Every candidate gliall incles with his
first statement a report. based up:n the rec-
ords of the proper State official, =inting the
total number of votes cast for all ~nndidates
fcr the office which the candidat: seeks, at
the general election nesxi precedin:s the elec-
tion at whaich he is a candidate. (Feb. 28,
1825, ch. 353, title IIT, sec. 307, 43 & 'at. 1072.)

SHECTION 247, STATEMEK'TS; VERIFICATION;
TILTNG] PRESERVATION; INSPECTION

A statement required by this rhapter to
be iiled by a candidate or treasurer of a po-
litical committee or other person with the
Clerk or Secretary, as the case may be—

() Shall be verified by the oath or af-
firmation of the person filing such state-
inent, taken before an officer autorized to
administer oaths;

(h) Shall be deenied Lroperly fiied when
deposited in an estahlished post office within
the prescribed time, duly stampud, regis-
tered, and directed to the Clerk or Secre-
tary at Washington, D.C., but in ihe event
it is not received, a duplicate of such state-
ment shall be promptly filed upan notice
by the Clerk or Secretary of its nonreceipt;

(c) Shall be preserved by the Clerk or
Secretary tor a period of 2 years irom the
date of filing, shall constitute a purt of the
public records ¢f his office, and shall be open
to public inspection. (I'eb. 28, 1925, ch.
368, title ITT, sec. 308, 43 Stat. 1072 )
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SECTION 248, LIMITATION UPON AMOUNT OF
EXPENDITURES BY CANDIDATE

(2) A candidate, inx his camp:ii.
tion, shall not make expenditures in excess
of the amount which he may It ully make
under the laws of the State in which he s o
candidate, nor in excess of biwe amount
which he may lawfully make undcer the pro-
visions of this chapter and section 90i4 of
title 181

(b) Unless the laws of hiz Stu-e prescribe
a less amount as the maximum Tt of conn-
paign expenditures, a candidate may malke
expenditures up to—

(1) The sum of $10,000 if a condidate for
Serutor, or the sum of $2,500 if . candidate
for Re resentative, Delegate, or Resident
Commissioner; or

(2) An amount equal to the swount oh-
tained by multiplying 3 ecents v the total
number of votes cost at the sk general
election for all eandidates for the oflice whieh
the candidate seeks, but in no ¢t exenod
Ing $25,000 if a candidate for senator or
35,0600 1if a candidate for Represent itive, Doie-
gate, or Resident Commissioner.

(¢) Money expended by a candidate to
meet and discharge any assessment, fee, or
charge made or levied upon candidates by
the laws of the State in which he resides,
or expended for his neces ry personal,
traveling, or subsistence expenses, or for sti-
tionery, postage, writing, or priuting (oiher
than for use on billboards or in newspapers),
for distributing letters, circulars, or posters,
or for telegraph or lelephone service, siicll
not be included in detemining waecther
cxpenditures have exceeded the s
by paragraph (1) or (2) of subdivisi
of this section ns the limit of campaign e
penses of a candidate. (Feb. o3 1925,
368, title III, scc. 309, 43 Stat’ 1075}

SECTION

his

252, GENIRAL PENALTTE &
VIOLATIONS

(a) Any person who violates any of the
foregoing provisions of this chapter, except
those for which a specific penalty is imposn 1
by section 208 of title 18, and =« ion 25
of this title! shall be fined not tore than
$1,000 or imprisoned not more L:n 1 your,
or both.

(b} Any person who willfully vici.les nny
of the foregoing provisions of thir chapier,
except{ those for which a specific penalty is
imposed by section 208 of title 18, and sec-
tion 251 of this title, shall be fined not mors
than $10,000 and Imprisoned not more thuai
2 years. (Feb. 28, 1925, ch. 363, title 111, sec.
314, 43 Stat. 1074.)

Mr. WILLTAMS of Delaware. Noxt [
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the Recorp, Revenue Ruling 54-80,
dated 1954, regulation 118, interpreting:
this law.

There being no cbjection, the ruling
was ordered to be printed in the REeconn,
as follows:

INTERNAL REVENUE BuLreTiN, Cusurarivy
BULLETIN 19541, JANUARY-JUNE 1954
PART I-—CURRENT RULINGS, DRCISIONS, ITC.
INTERNAL REVENUE CODE
Chapter 1.-—Income tax
PART II.—COMPUTATION OF NET INCOME
Section 22(a) —Gross income: Ge niral
definition
Regulations 118, section 39.22(a) -1: What
included in 8rosy income. (Rev. Rul 54-80.)
The portion of a political contribution re-
ceived by a political organization or u can-

Fonr

T Sec. 208 of title 18 repealed by act June
25, 1948, ch. 645, 62 Stat. 862. Present pro-
vision of said sec. 208 are covered by sec. 602
of title 18.
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Answer., Yes. I think the attitude of the
average person is that we should go in and
win—or else get out.

T don’t think the present method of wag-
ing war over there meets with the approval
of the majority of people I come in contact
with. These people I'm talking about feel
that, if we have the means to get this war
over, then we should bring it to a conclusion
as speedily as we can,

1f we have to be caught up there in tides
of religious controversy and political contro-
versy and philosophlcal-disagreements to the
point that the lives of American boys are
endangered when they walk down the streets
of a city they have come to save ‘from the
Communists—if that’s the case—then 1t's
time we reexamine our entire position, how-
ever palnful that reexamination might be.

We can, of course, carry on this war at a
great cost of life for a conflict of this size—
and at a tremendous expense in dollars.

We can win it, eventually, But—unless we
get some cohesion of purpose within South
Vietnam—I1t will be a pyrrhic victory, be-
cause they will immediately go to fighting
among themselves when we leave.

Question. Could we win the war, and then
have to stay on to help them?

Answer. We could win, of course, but we
would have to take the whole countryside,
and practically make hostages of the South
Vietnamese. I would be very strongly op-
posed to any such course, and I think most of
the American people would be, too. R

Question. You seem to be saying that this
whole effort in South Vietnam 1s built on
quicksand, so far as the United States is
concerned.

Answer, Now please understand: I'm
speaking as an indlvidual Member of the U.S.
Senate, and not attempting, in any wise, to
express any policy of Government—either
present policy or in the ruture.

For my part I think a very careful survey
should be made in South Vietnam as to what
people in the cities really think. If that sur-
vey shows that the majority of them are anti-
American, I think we should withdraw now,
because we can't possibly win 1f we are
fighting an enemy in front of us while the
people we are supposed to be helping are
against us and want us out of their country.

It wouldn’t be easy for us to extricate our-
selves, but we could do it. Having absolute
command of the seas and the air, we could
accomplish a withdrawal without great loss.

IF AMERICA WITHDRAWS

Question. Would it be disastrous for us
to pull out?

Answer, Not 1f these anti-American dem-
onstrations continue, no.

I have often sald that we couldn’t just
“tuck tail and run” as long as the Viet-
namese were fighting at our side—and they
have been very courageous in battle.

But I don’t think you could expect any-
body—Americans or anybody else—to stay in
a country where it became very apparent that
they were not wanted. It's not good man-
ners to stay in a man’s house against his
wishes.

Question. Would an American withdrawal
be disastrous all through southeast Asla?

Answer. I don’t buy this so-called “dom-
ino theory.”

Cambodia and Laos might go, along with
South Vietnam, if we left. But I don’t
think that’s any irreplaceable loss. Neither
of them has any tremendous military value,
either strategic or tactical. And they cer-
talnly have no great economic value. Heaven
knows, we've poured out more forelgn aid per
capita in those countries than we have al-
most anywhere else in the world.

But to get back to your question: I don't
think that, if we pulled out of South Viet-
nam, it necessarily means that most of Asla
would fall to the Chinese Communists.

Thailand has an entirely different back-
ground. It’s been a rather benevolent
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monarchy, and their people are accustomed
to living under their own Government,

The Burmese have an entirely different set
of ethics and traditlon than those that pre-
vail in South Vietnam.

You find different conditions in country
after country. As a matter of fact, even the
North Vietnamese have shown a preat re-
luctance to let any Chinese in their country.

Question. If the United States stays on in
Vietnam, do you see any prospect that other
allied nations will give us more support?

Answer. Of course, these demonstrations
have chilled a tremendous amount of work
that had been done to get them in. I read
somewhere that the Korcans are holding up
on sending another division. The Philip-
pines had just about decided to send com-
bat elements and, naturally, they're standing
back now to see whether they're going to send
them into a trap where a man can’t tell
friend from foe.

It’s very unfortunate, from the standpoint
of the South Vietnamese, if they really want
freedom from communism, that these dem-
onstrations have been touched off against
those who are giving the effort and blood in
their behalf.

Question. What about India? Is that coun-
try a potential source of help?

‘Answer. No. India plays both ends agalnst
the middle, and you can depend on that any
time, anywhere, in any controversy—they’ll
be working both sides of the street.

WELY U.N. CAN'T IIELP

Question. The United Nations was created
to keep peace. Couldn't it do something
about the Communist aggression in Vietnam?

Answer, Personally, I think that, as a mili-
tary factor in preserving the peace, the
the United Nations is about as weak a reed
as you could find to lean on.

It serves a useful purpose as a forum
where men can talk rather than fight, where
the force of world opinion can be felt—-and,
in that senge, it has been an Instrument of
peace. But, as far as actually stopplng any
military conflict of any size, I don’t think the
United Nations can do it.

Question, Could Britain be of more help to
us out there?

Answer, We cught to bring pressure on our
British cousins to keep them from sending
any British-flag vesesls into North Vietnam.
As a matter of fact, I think the British should
have stopped their shipping already.

You see, this has been entirely unilateral—
this guestion of assistance to and from our
allies. .

In the case of Britain, we have fallen over
ourselves to accede to thelr requests in their
difficultics with Rhodesla—which certainly
are minor compared with what we face In
Vietnam. But, at the same time, they claim
they can’t stop their ships’ going Into
North Vietnam,

Well, I'd give them another chance to atop
them, because I'm sure they can. Then, if
they can't—or don't—we have the means of
stopping them. :

Question. Are you saying that the United
States made a mistake in using its power to
back Great Britain in Rhodesia while the
British go on trading with the Communists?

Answer. Of course, I am opposed to our
having anything whatever to do with this
Rhodesian situation—and I'm all the more
opposed to it when it's unilateral action on
our part, without any quid pro quo whatever
by the British in helping us with our much
larger difficulties in Asia.

There's conslderable potential danger In
that Rhodeslan situation, you know.

It’s a rather remarkable commentary on
present-day history—when men are supposed
to be getting soft—that 220,000 people in a
nation of about 4 million would undertake
to maintain themselves not only there but
against their mother country and against the
power of the United Nations and the United
States, as well.
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Their courage may exceed thelr judgment,
but they have, at least, shown a considerable
desire to run their.own country as they wish.

HITTING REDS IIARDER

Question. Senator RusseLL, to return to
Vietnam: If the United States is to continue
in that war, what do you think should now
be done?

Answer. For more than 6 months now—at
every conference I have attended, no matter
at what level—I have been vigorously urging
that we apply greater force to the regime in
North Vietnam. That’s the source of all our
trouble.

Long ago, we should have started applying
pressure on Hanol so that those people, like
civilized beings, would come to a conference
table and settle this thing.

Question. Does this pressure include clos-
ing the harbor at Haiphong?

Answer. Yes—closing the port, bombing
the iron works in Hanoi, the fuel dumps,
and any other resource that they have that
can be utilized to any degree by them to kill
American boys.

There are several things that must be done
unless we are going to take 8 or 10 years
to win the war. One of them is to blockade
the coast completely, so they can’t get any
ald from the ouside. Another is to see that
the two railroad lines from China into North
Vietnam cannot function on the North Viet-
namese side of the border.

These things should be done.

Of course, we can probably win the war
with the present ‘methods, if we don't care
anything about the size of casualty lists or
the cost in dollars—and are ready to spend
8 or 10 years doing it.

UNITED STATES AS A POLICEMAN

Question. Senator, this whole affair is
clearly slowgolng, and with not much help
from other countries. Do you think the
United States 1s destined to continue being
the policeman for peace in the whole world?

Answer. I'd be very much opposed to the
United States serving as the world’s police-
man.

We are the most powerful Nation on earth.
We have certain responsibilities that accom-
pany that power, and I would not have us
disregard them. But to take the initlative
every time trouble arises and say, “We'll
handle it,” without having a thorough un-
derstanding that each of our associates will
contribute according to his means-—no.

I'm not in favor of any more of these
unilateral adventures in enforcing peace in
the world unles our own interests are directly
involved.

[From New York Times, Apr. 26, 1966]
In THE NATION: CLEARING THE FoG OF PoLICY
(By Arthur Krock)

WASHINGTON, April 25—Senator RUSSELL,
of Georgia, whose adverse examination of the
administration's conduct of the war in Viet-
nam was published today in U.S. News &
World Report, is not vulnerable to the
usual official disparagements of its critics.
As chairman of the Armed Services Commit-
tee, he is much better informed than most
of them. Ie has supported every Presiden-
tial request for legislation to strengthen the
Executive hand in Vietnam. And he has
amply demonstrated his personal devotion
to Mr. Johnson.

SENATOR RUSSELL'S INFLUENCE

Moreover, no Member of Congress is held in
higher respect for the integrity of his char-
acter and the care he expends in reaching
conclusions. So there can be little \question
that Senator RUsSSELL’s judgment, as ex-
pressed in his published interview, that “we
should go in and win or get out” in Vietham
will be influential in shaping the attitude of ~
Congress toward the administration’s con-
duct of the war. This influence will surely
be manifest, whether or not the plight of the
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TUnited States in this involvement will con-
line it 0 more intense, though still covert.
pressure on the President to reexamine the

policy on the following propositions set forth
Ly Worswn ..
when Ameriesh military personnel and

cannot, move nbout safely in the
ol ¢ities held by the Saipon Gaovern-
me:nt, the time has come tor a survey of the
popular atvitude toward their presinee and
its parpose of preserving the indepsndence
o the nation.  Ir a majority inimic:) to this

presence, despite Its nurrose. is indicated,
the Uniled States should withdraw. “We
call’t win it thnse we're trying o holr want

il out”

=eept in the forin of a “pyrihic vie-
ory gained at oo great cost).
val would be difiicult, but wholly

hesavse the Uniled Stales has suffi-
cienl ur and sea power tn cover it.
Asinn Communist domination as 2 conse-

auence ot Amerienn withdrawal would prob-

nhly inelnde Taos and Cambodin, Ry this
would not be an “irrenirable loss” to the
noe-Coramianist world, beecanuse Inos and

Lambudue bave “na great military or eco-
nomias a0’ And  their loss wonld not
prove the “domine theory” (which RUssrLI
sald he didn’f believe in at all). For ex-
ample, Hoowould pot dispel the anti-Peking
determinaion of Thailand and Burma.,  And,
s far s Indin is coneernad, that nation “has

alwiys played both sides of the stroet” and
wili eontinue to do so.
HESITATION ON AID

‘he dewonstrations neainst the United
dhates and the Ky gpovernment in Saigon
have already caused Asistic governments to
itate 1o give the United States the mili-
vy a ance in Vieknam they were arrang-
mg to contribute. This nrolongs the largely
aitilateral sharacter of the burden thes United
Hlates has assumed in Vietnam, a product
of the unwise policy by which this Govern-
ment 15 disposed to take the initiative in
every time of trouble abroad, saying “we’ll
handle it

Thal policy should alwavs be conditioned
ol assurance that our allies will participate.
A plaringe example to the contrary is anr ac-
ceptance of the contention of the United
Kingdom that it ean’t even prevent British
ships from  trading with North Vietnam,
while allowing this Government to be
dragged into the internal quarrel of the
Carmmonwaenlth in Rhodesia,

But, simee the United States has heuvily
wdd almost unilaterally involved its military
aid economic power in Vielnam, the admin-
wihration’s faflure to pursue the war with the
forea required “'is the source of all our trou-
ble We should delay no longer in closing
the port of Haiphong, bembing the Hanoi
iron works, blaickading the entire North Viet-
tamese coast, destroying the two railroads
sntering the  country from Communist
China- - in short, destroy any degree of North
Yietnamese resource “to kill Americans.”
ifnder the present policy, the war cannot
torminate in even a pyrrhic victory in less
thar 8 Lo 10 years, at the steadily growing
ost of American easualties and billions of
Hollars.

HANIC POLICY FLAW

Hut the basic overall policy flaw asserted
by Senator RussrrL is that it commits the
United States, as in Vietnam, to wasteful
wnd bloody adventure “when our own inter-
=5l ds not directly involved.”

President Johnson has been adamant in
cejecting all such appraisals, as well as every
sne of the alternatives which Senator Rus-
sErL proposed in the interview. But events
may force him to the policy reexamination
and revision which now has openly acquired
ity most influential congressional champion.

Approved For Releﬁel\?(Q?{SI{: Q

CELEBRATING 1,000 YEARS OF
FOLANIY'S HISTORY

Mr. PASTORE. Mr. President, in the
month of May throughout the world—
and particularly in America—the sons
and daughters of Poland and their
frien:ds—all lovers of liberty—will cele-
brate the Polish miilennium —a thousand
vears of Poland’s history @ a nation.

Tn my State of Tthode Istand, the ob-
servenee will center about o+ magnificent
Mass —on our Memorial Diay, May 30—
a Mass celebrated in the Cathedral of SS.
Peter and Paul. The day will come to a
close with a2 tremendous banquet at
which all the dignitaviecs of our
Siate will pay honor to & country we
revere because we know and admire those
qans and daughters of Polind who con-
vrivitie so mueh te the eormmunity and
thre counlry.

A thousand years ago ’oland’s first
hisin-ical ruler was converad to Chris-
tiariy following his ma:riage to the
Pohemian Princess Doabrava. That sig-
the entry of the dy ty and the
people irwo the Western World-—into the
orbit of the church of Rome. So the
Polisih berder became the dividing line
telween the East and the West.

The drama of Pcland’s thousand years
cnallenges the pen of the historian—who
will always include the mira-le of Czesto-
chowa-—whose Blark Maderna helped a
hand’ul of Poles o resist foreign invad-
ers for 40 days—helped theni to victory——
sinec which time that Madonina has been
venerated as the Queen of Foland.

in ihelast guarter of a century, Poland
has known invasion and persecution on

a secale not surpassed in its thousand
years
But the flame of froedom still burns

h hearts—-and in the prayers of
iends in America.

o1 shame that the Com:munist over-
lords of Poland should seck to banish
Chiisylanity frem this historic celebra-
tion.

So it is to the greater glery of the 50,-

000 who bowed before the cathe-
dral 'n Poznan as Gardin:r! Wyszynski
celebrated Mass on Sundas, April 17.

The area hefore the cathedral was
black with people--they wore on every
tree—wall—fence o> low buiiding within
sight. They joined in the singing and
i ithe responses of the Mass.

And the crowd sang the patriotic
hymns of Poland--their Poland-—as the
ficure of the Black Madonra was taken
from its place above the altar and car-
ried in procession. The Madonna had
been prought to Peznan from its shrine
lire night before—--and all through the
night-—the faithful of Poland came to
pray beiore the shrine.

T lize the reporf=r’s storv as he tells
ns thet the Mass was a manifestation of
confidence in the church—expressed in
a silently joyous mood. Even those
walking alone were smiling as they
passed through streets where candles,
crosses, and religicus pictures contrasted
with the grim military posters of com-
munism.
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Poland’s celebration is one to touch
every human heart—and ia the great
surge of ecumenism—we see an inspira-
tion in the faith of the Poles that sur-
vives every persecution.

TTME FOR HER TO GO

Mr. YOUNG of Ohio. ir. President,
the Federal bureaucracy ix rovlete with
little bureaucratic empires adminisiered
by firmly entrenched civil servants. A
notable examnple is the U.S. Pussport Of-
fice, a division of the Dopartment of
Statc, headed by Frances G. Knight. It
s reported that Miss Knight is a compe-
tent administrator. The fact is that
there are many able and competerit civil
servants. By her injecting her particu-
lar political philosophy in the operation
of the Passport Office and her behind-
the-scenes activities in belw:df of politi-
cal causes, she has beecome unfit for the
important position she holds. Hcer com-
ments with reference to a recent depart-
mental reprimand are ample ovidence of
this fact.

She has characterized her immediate
superior, Acting Administrilor of the
Dureau of Security and Consular Affairs,
Thilip Heymann, as a “32-vear-old whiz
kid.” She has referred to the director-
ship of Abba Schwartz, Heymann's pred-
coessor, as “the era of Schwarbzism.”
The immediate cause for the reprimand
was the fact that Miss Knight excecded
her authority in asking U.S. Embassy
officials abroad to keep an cyve on o Har-
vard professor traveling in Europe. Evi-
dently, Miss Knight regards herself one
of those superduper patriots who consid-
ers it her duty to judge the patriotism of
other Americans. I do not like people
who seek to play God with other peonle’s
patriotism. Let her do her judping in
private lifc and not as Dircctor of the
U.S. Passport Office. The recent con-
duct and actions of this burcaucrat are
really intolerable.

Incidentally, Mr. Presicont, Abba
Schwartz was an outstanding public
scrvant. He was appointed to his posi~
tion by the late President Jehn F. Ken-
nedy. He was an advocale of liberal
travel policies. He was a respected,
dedicated official who was a leader in
obposing restrictive quotas limiting ad-
mission to the United States for certain
nationality groups and was in favor of
liberalizing our diseriminatory and crucl
immigration laws. In doing so0, it is evi-
dent he incurred the wrath of Miss
Knight. If this lady refers to Abba
Schwartz’ direction of the Bureau of
Security and Consular Affzirs as the
“era of Schwartzism,” may I say it is an
“ism” that is infinitely more desirable
than MecCarthyism, rightwing extrem-
ism and other “isms” for which Frances
Knight has manifested her affection and
devotion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
INnoUYE in the chair). The time of the
Senator from Ohio has expired.

Mr. YOUNG of Ohio. Mr President,
I ask unanimous consent to procecd for
2 additional minutes.
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Since the end of January this year to
the 1st of April, the CCC inventory of
wheat has been reduced from 530,288,000
bushels to 343,978,000 bushels. This is
the lowest April 1 wheat reserve level
since 1953. There are, of course, several
millions of bushels of uncommitted
wheat available in addition to the CCC
stocks, but total available wheat stocks
are lower than at any tlme since the
height of the Korean war.

The USDA for several months has
been predicting that the total carryover
of wheat; that is, uncommitted wheat in
all positions in¢luding CCC stocks, would
be over 600 million bushels. But it is be-
coming increasingly apparent that these
earlier estimates are overly optimistic.

without a significant increase in
wheat acreage allotments this fall, the
wheat reserves will be sharply reduced
again next year. ‘Total 1966 wheat pro-
duction is currently estimated at 1,391
million bushels, the second largest crop
in history. But disappearance of wheat
for 1965-66 will be at least 1.5 billion.
Disappearance will probably be higher in
1966-67. Thus, even with a bumper crop,
disappearance will again be greater than
production, with the result that carry-
over on July 1, 1967 may well be less than
400 million bushels.

This gives cause for real concern in
that the USDA’s own estimates place the
minimum safe carryover of wheat for
national security needs at 630 million
bushels.

The decline in corrn: reserves has been
even more drastic. Since the end of Jan-
uary this year the CCC inventory of corn
has been reduced from 509,106,000
bushels to 174,562,000 bushels as of April
1966. This is the lowest April 1 inventory
of corn since 1949. )

Other reserves have been sharply de-
pleted. The April 1 inventory of grain
sorghum is the lowest for that date since
1959, The CCC inventory of butter is
down by 50 percent from April 1, 1965.
There has also been a 50-percent reduc-
tion in the CCC barley inventory between
April 1, 1965, and April 1, 1966. The 10,-
690,000 bushels held by the CCC as of
the first of this month is the lowest for
that date since 1955.

CCC stocks of beans, rice, soybeans,
dried milk and cheese are virtually non-
existent or totally depleted.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that certain statistical tables docu-
menting the decline of CCC stocks be
printed in the REcorp at the conclusion
of my remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

(See exhibit 1.)

Mr. PEARSON, Mr. President, the
above survey demonstrates, I believe,
that there is a pressing necessity for ex-
panded production to meet national
security needs. But I fear that this need
will not be recognized and acted on in
time. With conditions as they are in
southeast Asia, such a failure could well
be disastrous. )

There is a real danger that our reserves
will be allowed to be dangerously de-
pleted because of two major reasons.

No. 7T0—4
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First, too many Government planners
and policymakers are likely to be blinded
by a surplus-control- complex. So ac-
customed to thinking in terms of sur-
pluses and the need for controls they
may, quite unintentionally, err and not
recognize soon enough the need for ex-
panded production.

The second reason is the aggressive-
ness with which the administration has
been pursuing its policy of indirect price
control. One of the major objectives of
this unauthorized control policy has been
to keep down farm prices. An excellent
example of this is the massive dumping
of corn on the open market of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation.

From February 1 to April 1, 1966,
the CCC has dumped 334,544,000 bushels
of corn. Gardner Ackly, Chairman of
the Council of Economic Advisors, has
stated that these sales were aimed at
forcing a rollback in the prices of com-
modities which would in turn serve to
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increase pork production,thus, ultimate-
ly bring about a drop in pork prices.

But as a result of the aggressive execu-
tion of this policy our corn reserves have
been virtually depleted. This has been a
foolhardy action, one which has been
dictated by the narrow and shortsighted
view of an administration bent on ward-
ing off an inflation which its own spend-
ing policy has created. This ill-con-
ceived action will come back to haunt the
administration in the months ahead.

Mr. President, I want to reemphasize
that a sudden removal of all production
controls would not be in the best interests
of farmers or the Nation. However, the
time has come for fewer restrictions on
production and greater freedom for the
farmer is absolutely necessary. And,
finally, it should be clear to all that any
further dumping of CCC stocks as cal-
culated effort by the administration to
force down farm prices would be intoler-
able and foolhardy.

Lxoeir 1

CCC Inveniory as of Apr. 1
[Quantitics in thousands]

Wheoat Corn QGrain Beans Barley
sorghum
ITundred- Fundred-

Dushels weight weight Bushels
441, 68, 34 973 469
613, 811 4, 803 147 7,115
737, 682 14,112 2,014 38, 182
925, 317 28, 2156 1,811 33, 856
1,077,152 42,276 56 28, 752
1, 1186, 137 154, 361 18 69, 806
1, 209, 506 268, 054 180 59, 693
1, 420, 035 307, 693 1,838 50, 742
981, 269 555, 076 330 32, 002
748, 116 512, 451 615 27, 999
779, 089 542,991 27 20, 512
693, 719 551,373 &9 20, 927
174, 562 202, 661 2 10, 680

[Quantitics in thousands]
Rice Butter Dried milk Chcese Boybeans
ITundred- TTundred- R

weight weight Pounds Pounds Bushels
_______ 330, 441 570,103 319,116 171
5, 214 355, 142 225, 005 407, 097 1
3,846 113, 769 141, 921 204, 904 67
1,433 27, 540 130, 378 207, 023 16
6, 396 82, 150 146, 801 187, 571 1,438
2,890 41,803 119, 632 11,071 11,676
5,891 44, 249 173,823 11,653 10, 579
333 72, 230 2064, 565 197 174

1,013 271, 041 425, 092 67,011

430,437 608, 713 80, 164 9,406
1, 097 162,724 409, 650 27,342 44
664 69, 237 228, 680 8,330 |« 10
189 108 12,871 |

1 As of Mar. 11, 1966.
Source: Tinanclal Analysis Branch, ASCS, USDA.

CLASHES WITH ADVANCED SOVIET
AIRCRAFT OVER NORTH VIET-
NAM

Mr. KENNEDY of New York. Mr.
President, the latest reports of clashes
with advanced aircraft over North Viet-
nam must be viewed with the gravest
concern.

The Soviet Union has made these high-
performance aircraft available to North
Vietnam.

We do not know who is flying the
planes.

We do not know where the planes are
based—whether in North Vietnam or
across the border in China.

But the Secretary of State has said—
and a State Department spokesman re-
peated yesterday—that there will be no
sanctuary.

Our planes will pursue hostile aircraft
to wherever they go—even over the bor-
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der ol China~~and that there is no sanc-
tuary for Chincse bases.

What is occurring in North Vietnam
is escalation of the war by them or us.
The tact is that we are inexorably in-
velved.,

Thal fuet and its implications must be
faced.

Whuil, will be the Chinese response, if
her territory is bombed or her airspace
invaded?

‘Will the Chinese seek {o strike at our
bases—in  Vietnam, or Thailand, or
aboard our aircraft carriers?

And if they do, what then will our re-
spronse be—further bembing?

And if the scale of bombing increases,
will China confine herself to air fisht-
ing—or will it send its troops to engage
ours on the ground in South Vietnam
or clsewhere?

Mr. James Reston reports today in
the New York Times that our military
planners are not concerned over the pos-
sible consequences of this escalation.

They are said to feel that “China and
the Soviet Union will tolerate military
defeats the United States clearly would
not toierate itself.”

Such assumptions are not a sound
basis for policy.

Similar assumptions about the Viet-
cong and North Vietham have been prov-
en wrong time and again in this war.

More importantly, there is still great
political instability in South Vietnam.

And South Vietnam is where the war
is being fought—the only area of Viet-
nam in which our goals can be accom-
plished.

Without a viable politieal structure in
south Vietnam, the efforts and sacrifice
of our fizhting men will be wasted.

But no military action in North Viet-
nam or China can create or contribute
Lo the creation of such a political strue-
ture in South Vietnam.

The extension of the war into China
will not in my judgment give us success
in South Vietnam.

Premicr Ky and the Buddhist Tri
Ouang do not talk with one another.

Fscaiation of the war in the north,
whatcver else it is expected to achieve,
will not bring these two gentlemen to
the conference table with one another.

We must face the fact that what we
need most is a unified effort within South
Vietnam.

We must have some certainty that the
neonle of South Vietnam can engage in
such a united effort—-that they have the
will and the ability to organize their
society and government to continue the
fight.

A'his is where we should now be devot-
ing our best efforts and talents. We must
fuee the fact that there is no quick or
: answer to Vietnam.

There is some disagreement with our
overall course in Vieinam.

Hut even accepting our basic poliey, it
aupears to me neither prudent nor wise
Lo undertake risks of a still wider war
until our own houses are in order, and
the neoeessary stability achieved in South
Vietnam.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent (o have printed in the ReEcorp two
urticies which appeared in thie New York

Times this morning. Tho first article,
by James Reston, is entitled “Washing-
ton: There Is No Sanctuary’’; and the
other article, by C. L. Sulzberger, is en-
titled “Foreign Affairs: Victnam’s Com-
ing Crunch.”

There being no objection, the articles
were ordered 1o be printed :n the RECORD,
as follows:

WasHINGTON: THERE Is MNo SANCTUARY

(Ry James Reston)

Was:nineron, Aprl 26.—The official policy
of tro United States is that «ur bombers are
vow free to attack the bases of any planes
that intercept our fliers in “orth Vietnam,
even it uhose bases are ins:de Communist
China.

“I'here is no sancuuary,” tie State Depart-
iners spokesman said, for any planes getting
iz the way of our planes, and this is inter-
preted officially but privately as meaning
that our pilots are {ree to pursue the enemy
planas. o matter where they go and hit their
bases if necessary.

Tris puts China and the -soviet Union in
an inderesting position. Thoey are allied to
North Vietnam and have promised to furnish
whatever aid is necessary Lo defend that
courntry from attack., They insist we are the
aggressors in North Vietnam  jusbt as we as-
sert, North Vietnam. with Soviet and Chinese
help. is the aggressor against South Vietnam.

OUR SAN{TUARIES,

In tais situation, does the doctrine of no
sanctuary work botir ways? Lf we are free to
attack their bases, are they :hen free to at-
tack ours? The answer to that here is: “Let
thwem try.”” For this Government is confident
that il can wipe out all the planes in North
Vietinam and in China tooc if the Chinese
really commit their air forc: to the battle,
legving China and North Vietnam with noth-
ing but the most massive armies in Asia.

Nevertheless, the risks are increasing just
the same. They arz not increasing because
the Jnited States L now flyiug closer to the
Chiun border. Actually, the U.8, Air Force
witd Navy were ilying many m:ore sorties high
up iato the northe:st corner of North Viet-
nom before the hombing piuse than they
have been doing in the last few days. The
risks are increasing because Lhe new Mig-21
fighters promised by Moscow to North Viet-
nam are aow entering the ba:tle.

Ofticials here say privately ~hat they do not
kiow where these Mig fighters are bhased.
They think in North Vietnan: rather than in
China, but they are not sure. The “no sanc-
tuary” statement out of herc was clearly in-
tended as a warning to Peking not to assume
that we would not lollow thei to their bages
wherever those bases proved o be.

Tlis danger used to detcr officials here.
ror i long time President Johnson, who was
approving all the bombing targets in North
Vietniam, insisted that our bombers stop
short of the effective flying ;erimeter of the
Mig-17's and Mig-19's.

Crryiunlly, however, deeper penetrations of
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our plines, were authorized not only into the
Hanci- Haiphong area, but north of there to

hit zhe two main sapply linss out of China
inte North Vietnam. The objective was to
sirike the narrower top of the Communist
wupipdy funnel rather than tihe broader bot-
Lom 0f the funnel below Hiinoi.

It ceme months now, howaever, U.S. intel-
Yigeneo sources heave reporicd that North
Vietnamese pilots were being trained both in
Communist China and the Siviet Union, and
that the Mig-21's apparently promised to
11 Vietnam during the v:»it of Alexander
in last winter were L:ginning to ar-
viye in the Hanoi-Ilaiphong .rea.
rhheless, the raids north of Hanoi-
1z continued and are now meeting
mily inereased ground-teo-air missile fire
hut aie-to-air missiles from the Mig-217s.
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THE UNKNOWN FACTUORS

The risk now is not what is known bud
what is not known. We do nct know who is
flying the Mig's—the North Vietnamese, the
Chinese, or the Russians. We cannot count
on the markings on the Mig's, and we cer-
tainly cannoct be sure that China will stand
aside and allow the new Mig's to be de-
stroyed or stay out of the war if we attack
their “sanctuary” in China.

This is not regarded at the Pentagon and
the White Housc as an unacceptable risk.
In fact, our air power has run into so little
opposition in the past that thie men run-
ning the war from here have gradually come
10 believe that China and the Soviet Union
will tolerate military defcats the United
States clearly would not tolcrate itself.

WHAT ABOUT SUBMARINES?

In short, we are assuming we can attack
their sanctuaries and that they will not or
cannot attack our sanctuarics in Saigon, or
on the U.S. aircraft carriers in the China Sea;
that the Russians will give North Vietnam
Mig's and let them be destroyed, but that
they will not give them submarines to carry
the battle under the sen; that we are free
to hit their bases anywhere in any country
and that they will leave our airbases alone
in Thailand.

Maybe these assumptions are right. The
Chinese and the Soviets have been very cau-
tious and have given us the frecdom of both
the skies and the seas so far. but if there
nre now to be ‘“no sanctuarics,” this could
be a very dicey business.

FOREIGN AFFAIRS: VIETNAM'S COMING CRUNCH
(By C. L. Sulzbergeor)

SarcoN ~—The Armed Forces have little in-
tention of relinquishing control of South
Vietnam’s Government without a struggle.
They contemplate creating their own party
to present candidates for ncxt September’s
Constituent Assembly. By this device Pre-
mier Nguyen Cao Ky hopes to gef himsely
voted back into power in national elections.

All this emerges in a conversation with the
frail, wiry air vice marshal who runs this
tortured land. It indicates another, almost
surely unavoidable clash betwcen the ruling
generals' junta and venerable Tri Quang'’s
Buddhist activities. Ky is already dealing
with Tri Quang’s rival, venerahle Tam Chau,
in a clear attempt to split the opposition.

NO DEAL WITH BUDDIIIST

Ky speaks about hils tough plans with
deceptive gentleness. His bland manner and
well-cut blue suit belie his martial mustache
and usunl taste for gaudy uniforms. He
denies he has struck any burgain with Tri
Quang.

“I have made no deal,” he says, "I haven’t
seen ‘Tri Quang during the crisis. Why,
I only met him once in my lile—10 months
ago. But the Buddhists have no reason to
continue a fight. When we signed an elec-
tion decree satisfying the aspirations of the
majority of the people, that includeéd them.
If they continuc fighting they will put them-
selves in a weak and wrong position.”

NOT FACE BUT NE.L:D

Ky confesses his governmen: has been un-
able to “entirely rcestablish' control over
the dissident area of Hue and IDa Nang, where
Tri Quang’s following is strcug. The
mier intends to move further. for, he says:
*“This is not a question of face but of nec
sity. I have information that Victcong
agents have penctrated extensively, above all
in Da Nang. They have infillrited the ‘strug-
gle committce.

“We must weed them out. We have of-
fered an amnesty to the Buddhist demon-
strators. I promised this to Tam Chau.
But we must weed out the Communists.
And we cannot pardon criminnls—Ilike those
who killed.”
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The Premier professes not to worry about
any Buddhist pressure for peace at any price.
If they demand this, he argues, they will lose
popular support. Furthermore, he claims,
it is the Communist infiltrators who are re-
sponsible for the secession movement around
true and Da Nang. Da Nang i the danger
point.

But to regain the upper hand in that city,
headquarters of General Thi's former I Corps,
he will not restore to Thi his old command.
e has offered Thi a chance to talk it over
in Saigon. But Thi won't come.

So Ky works to consolidate his own posi-
tion. He plans all measures to prevent in-
trusion of Communist in the forthcoming
Constituent Assembly. “All measures” and
«Communists” are words capable of broad
interpretation here.

Ky says the armed forces now consider it
a necessity to form their own political party
soon because we have to elect good nation-
alists. Ky has no illusion that this can be
2 majority party, but thinks no faction in
the scheduled assembly can galn that status.
He wants the armed forces party to be “a
stabilizing element.”

KEEPING POLITICAL POWER

Finally, it 1s evident Ky is shedding the
pretense that he expects to yield political
power and resume his military command.
“Personally,’” he says, “I would prefer to give
up office, But my person is not free. It be-
jongs to the people. Imay have to continue.
I think it is a necessity for the nation.”

So there it is, a dangerous doctrine: the
familiar thesis of the indispensable man.
Ky sips bitter tea and peers through the
window of his Prime Ministerial palace, pro-
tected by redbereted tommygunners. A heli-
copter squats in the courtyard.

A DUBIOUS FORMULA

Three things are cvident. Ky is going to
try to split the Buddhist opposition while
moving against autonomous movements in
Annam and ferreting out Vietcong infiltra-
tors. He will attemapt to build an armed
forces political machine. When this is done
he intends to offer himself as the only leader
who can prosecute the war.

It would be insanity to imagine that Trl
Quang, giddy with recent success, will com-
mend this formula to his own Buddhist flock.
And so, as the war grinds on and monsoon
clouds mount overhead like leaden mush-
rooms, the political crunch shapes up. There
seems slight room for compromise between
Ky's stubbornness and Tri Quang’s ambition.

CONTINUATION OF NEW HAVEN
PASSENGER SERVICE

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. President, I wish to
call to the attention of the Senate the
decision which was made by the Inter-
state Commerce Commission to continue
the New Haven passenger service.

Mr. President, I think this represents
an extraordinary breakthrough in rec-
ognition of the public responsibility of a
great Government agency. We are often
in the position where we criticize the
Government agencies. Here 1s a case in
which a very fine understanding of the
public interests has been manifested by
the Interstate Commerce Commission.

The ICC has also allowed one of his-
tory’s greatest mergers, that of the
Pennsylvania and New York Central
Railroads. This decision is understand-
able if we are to make progress in
modernizing the great railroad systems.
But also it is concerned with public in-
terest. It would have been an adverse
effect to have allowed the discontinuance
of all New Haven scrvice. It has called
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for a continuation of the commuter serv-
ice within the auspices of this merger—a
service which is so vital for the economy
and the individual commuters who are
involved.

Now—with the cooperation of the Fed-
eral Government—I rise to give appro-
priate credit to the wisdom and sensitiv-
ity of the public interest shown by the
Interstate Commerce Commission.

HEIRLESS PROPERTY SETTLEMENT

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. President. In 1962,
the Congress cnacted Public Law 87-846
authorizing the distribution of $500,000
resulting from the sale of World War 1I
vested enemy alien property to settle
claims to heirless property of victims of
Nazi persecution. These funds have
been distributed to both Jewish and non-
Jewish organizations in accordance with
the law. I have the last report of the
Jewish Restitution Successor Organiza-
tion dealing with the distribution of
$500,000 allocated to it under Public Law
87-846, and I ask unanimous consent
that the report be made a part of my
remarks.

There being no objcction, the report
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

JEWISH RESTITUTION SUCCESSOR OR-
GANIZATION,
New York, N.Y., April 15, 1966.
Hon. Epwarp D, RE,
Chairman, Foreign Claims Settlement Com~
mission, Washington, D.C.

Drar MR. CHAIRMAN: We are pleased to
advise you that the distribution of the
$500,000, awarded to the Jewlsh Restltution
Successor Organization, pursuant to Pubiic
Law B87-846 was substantlally completed,
The report which follows shows that $442,-
000 were actually disbursed by March 31,
1966, for relief, rehabilitation and resettle-
ment programs benefiting victims of Nazl
persecution who settled in this country.

Agudath Israel World Organization, New
York, $50,000.

The above sum was allocated toward the
cost of establishing a housing project for
elderly Nazi victims. The organization ac-
quired a sultable building 1n Manhattan
which is currently being refurbished. The
care and maintenance of the property has
been assured by the sponsoring organization,

Catholic Rellef Service-—National Catholic
Welfare Conference, New York, $50,000.

This allocation was reserved for one-time
rehabilitation grants for needy and handi-
capped Nazi victims, with grants not to ex-
ceed $1,500 per family; $10,000 was spent to
assist individuals in meeting speclal medical
expenses.

Nehemlah Robinson Memorial Scholarship
Fund, New York, $100,000.

This fund was established in memory of
Dr. Nehemilah Robinson, who devoted & great
part of his life to the cause of compensa-
tion for victlms of Nazi persecution. ‘The
fund i1s being administered by United Help,
Inc., In New York, a soclal agency serving
exclusively the needs of Nazl victlms in the
United States. Scholarships for vocational
and professional tralning are awarded to
Nazl victims who have completed their sec-
ondary education.

From the inception of the program the
fund has expended $34,854, of which $30,679
was spent for grants and $4,1756 for loans.

From the inception of the program the
scholarship fund asslated 70 undergraduate
and 9 graduate students. Scholarship ap-
plications originated in over 20 different
States of the Unlon. Reciplents of grants
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are studying at more than 30 different in-
stitutions of higher learning.

United Hilas Service, New York, $100,000.

The above sum was allocated for the re-
settlement of difficult-to-resettle families
outslde of New York City through one-time
grants not to exceed $1,500 per family. This
program is being carried out in cooperation
with the local Jewish resettlement agencies.

From the inception of the program a total
sum of $51,570 was spent; $11,550 was dis-~
pursed in 1964, and $40,020 in 1965,

Assistance was given to 73 individuals and/
or families in more than 25 communities
throughout the United States.

United Help, Inc., New York, $200,000.

This allocation was made toward the cost
of establishing a housing project for elderly
Nazi victims in the New York area, in which
there resides the largest number of Nazi vic-
tims in any one city.

United Help has acquired land in Queens,
N.Y., for the construction of a 19-story build-
ing with 216 efficiency and 72 one-bedroom
apartments, The preliminary plans of the
architects have been approved in principle
by the New York State Division of Housing
and Community Renewal. After final ap-
proval of the architects’ plans and construc-~
tlon cost, approval of the project will be
sought from the city planning commission
and the board of estimate. Construction
will commence as soon as all requisite ap-
provals are secured.

It should be noted that more than 1,800
elderly victims of Nazl persecution are on
the waiting list for the new apartments.

Sincerely yours,
SavuLn Kacan,
Executlive Secretary.

REPORT ON EMERGENCY STRIKES
OF THE LABOR COMMITTEE OF
THE NEW YORK CITY BAR ASSO-
CIATION

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. President, the Com-
mittee on Labor and Social Security
Legislation of the Association of the Bar
of the City of New York has just issued
a report on proposed amendments to the
national emergency provisions of the
Taft-Hartley Act.

I find it particularly gratifying that
this report endorses two proposals which
T have made and which are incorporated
in my bill, 8. 2797, to strengthen existing
laws with respect to national emergency
strikes.

First, the report endorses my proposal
to allow Taft-Hartley factfinding boards
to make recommendations as to the -
terms of settlement—recommendations
which are prohibited under existing law.

Second, the report endorses the pro-
visions of my bill which would extend
coverage of the act to emergencies af-
fecting ‘““the health or safety of the Na~
tion or a substantial part of the popu-
lation or territory thereof.” While the
report takes no position with respect to
a number of other proposals incorpo-
rated in my bill, I believe this report is
an excellent analysis of the problems in-
volved in national emergency strikes, and
is worthy of most serious consideration
by the Members of the Congress and the
public at large.

Mr. President, I ask unanhimous con-
sent that this report be printed in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the report
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:
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IFrom the Record of the Association of the
Bar of the City of New York, April 1966]
ComMMIITEE REPORT—PROPOSED AMENDMENTS

ta THE NATIONAL FMRGENCY PROVISIONS

DF TR CLAPT-ITARTLEY AcCT

(By the Committee on Labar and Sncial

sSecurity Legislation)

In hidsn state of the Union message, the
Prasi<ient, recommended that the present
national emergency provisions of the Taft-
IIartley Act be revised. He urged " % *
measures which, without improperly invad-
ing State and local authority, will enable us
io eflectively deal with strikes which threaten
irreparable damage to the national intevests.”

This committee recommends that tha
anlionul emergency provisions of the act
(49 UB.C. sections 176-179) be amended to
apply to emergencies affecting a substantial
patrt of the paopulation or territory of the
Nation ns well as to nationwide emergencies
and to permit factfinding panels appninted
nnder the act to make recommendations for
sebtlement of disputes.

L PERMITTING FACTFINDING PANFLS TO MAKE
RECOMMENDATIONS

46 present factfinding panels are provided
for but prohibited from making any recom-
mendations; an  injunction prohibiting
strikes or lockout during an 80-day cooling
ol period is authorized. This procedure has
proved of value in some instances, but re-
sort has trequently been necessary to pres-
sures Tor settlement outside of the statutory
nelieme.

Ume potent weapon in inducing settle-
ments kas been the likelihood of additional
legislation if no settlement, were forthcoming,
Congress has never adopted a general perma-
nent abrogation of the right to strike or
Iuckout in any private industry. Ad hoc
i slation  has, however, been enacted to
with specific disputes where other
measures were insufficient. The Adamson
Act In 1916 mandated an 8-hour day on the
iadlroads and  prohibited wage reductions
during a temporary period of ohservation by
A4 commission: 39 Stat. 721 (1016), upheld
in Wilson v. New, 243 U.S. 332 (1917), and
now codified in 45 U.S.C. section 65 (1964). A
thireatened nmationwide rallway stoppage in
1963 was dealt with by compulsory arbitra-
tion lmited to the particular dispute; 77
Stab. 132 {1963), upheld in Rrotherhood, of
fLovcomotive Firemen v. Chicago B & Q R.R.,
225 F. Svpp. 11 (DD.C.). affirmed, 331 7. 2d
1020 (D.C. Cir.)), cert. denied 377 .S, 918
{19643 .

"To date o pattern has evolved of denling
wilh eanin situation while leaving the treat-
faert of Tuture crises open. The flexibility
»f Lhis cevolving ad hoc appronch would be
cithanced if factfinding panels appointed
under the raft-Hartley Act wore allowed to
mnke recornmendations upmm recaest of the
fvesident.  Such recommendations may he
e 1o the parties in the settlernent
i ihe dispute. When made public such rec-
ammendations also tend to impase pressure
o the pariies to resolve the dispute. While
sroviding 1or such recommendations is no
Janacest, it would strengilhen thie architec-
Lure of the present law.

fiemoval of the present prohibition con-
tained in 24 U.S.C. 179, on recommenclations
by factfinding panels appointed under the
ali-Hariley Act has been frequently recom-
mended in the past. Te., Seidman, “Na-
tionnl  Emergency Strike Legislation,” in
Symposium on Labor Relations Law 474, 478
tisloenko ed. 1961) referring to the views of
Senator Taft;  Williams, “Settlement of
Labor Disputes in Industries Affected With a
INutionnl Interest,”” 49 A B.A.J. 862, 866-67
{1243); Rothman, “National Emergency Dis-
putes Under the LMRA and the RLA,” 15
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Tabor L.J. 195, 202-04 (1964) . Givens, “Deal-
ing With National Emergenicy Labor Dis-
putes,” 34 Temple Labor wuarterly 17, 44
(1260) cf. Wallen, “National Emergency Dis-
putes,” 12 Labor Journal 61 (1961). We ap-
brove those portions of S, 1796, 89th Con-
gress, 2d session (1966), offcred by Senator
Javits which are designed to remove this
limitation. In addition to recommending
terms of settlement, the parel could recom-
I further procedures to deal with the

s recommendations, the #0-day cooling
lod and mediation proved unsuccess-

In this context, reliance nn possible un-
zoied future canctions m y In some in-
ot [lace more pressurce ¢n the parties
than specific statiubxy provitions, a pheno-
menson labeled that of “inchoate law” by
Adoll Berle. Sce Gerle. “Legal Problems of
Economlie Power,” 60 Columiia, Law Review
4, 7-8 (1960); Berle, “Power Without Prop-
crty,” 01--93 (1959)  On the . ther hand, the
comraintae also hel:aves that the President
coule. he given authority in .vance to in-
veke 2 number of possible Procedures should
an emergency dispuse remain msettled after
80 doys.t

2. EXTENSICN QF COYIRAGE

We also recommend extiension of the
emeryency provisions of the act to emer-
genclos affecting “the healtl:, or safety of
the Nation or a substantial pirt of the pop-
ulaticn or territory thereof” us proposed in
sectlon & of S, 2797.  This position flows
from the fact that local emerg ncies can fre-
fquentiy have a natioual impact.

The long continuing growti: of transpor-
tetion and corresponding exti:nsion of mar-
kets ond econornic interdeper lence make it
rertain that emergencies in w1y significant
regior. of the country will have ever greater
national imnpact as tire passes.

Fuarther, local emergency « sputles are, of
cours:, as serious for those anocted by them
a8 narional emergency stoppases are to the
country generally. &tate laws cannot be re-
lied upon o deal witl: local or regional crises,
since i3tate power in this fieid is seriously
restricied by the preemptive «fect of exist-
ing Federal legislation.  Amalsomated Ass'n
v. Werb, 340 U.S. 383 (1951),

CONCLUSION

For these reasons, the com:.nittee recom-
meilds. that the cmergeney provisions of the
Taft-Hartley Act be revised (1! to eliminate
the present prohibition on 1..e making of
recomunendation by  statutors factfinding
panels, and (2) to extend the ¢ werage of the

! See Wirtz, “The Choice of Frocedures Ap-
proach to National Einergency Disputes,” in
Bernstein, Enarson & Fieming eds., “Emer-
gency Disputes and National Policy,” 149
(1955): Cox “The Uses and Ab.ses of Union
Power,” 35 Notre Dume Law 624 (1960);
Kramer, “Emergency Strikes,” i1 Labor Law
Journsl 277, 232-34 (1960). e such pos-
sibitity is the receivership proposal included
in 8. 2797, 39th Cong., 2d sess, | 1966) offered
by Senator Javirs. Also of interest in this
sonuecsion is the ides of econoinic sanctions
againsl, the parties without a ntoppage, dis~
cussed in Marceau & Musgrave, “Strikes in
Essentinl Industries: A Way Cut,” 27 Har-
vard Business Review 287 (1949); Goble,
“The Nonstoppage Sirike,” 12 urrent Eco-
nomic Comment 3 (1950); Gregory, “Injunc-
tions, tseizure, and Compulsory Arbitration,”
26 Tempic Labor Quarteriy 397 (1853); Mec-
Calmont, “The Semistrike,” 15 I'. \dustrial and
Labor Zelations Review 191 {1052); ef, Wall
Street Journal, p. 1, col. 1, May 27, 1964 (non-
stoppage strike procedure agresd upon in
collective bargaining),
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provisions to emergencics affecting the

health or safety of a substantial part of the

territory or population of the Nation.
Respectfully submitted.

William J. Asaacson, chuairman: Irving
Abhramson, Jerome . Adler, Albert X.
Bader, William J. Brennan IIX, John
D. Canoni, Samuel J. Cohen, Wilbur
Danicls, Richard A. Givens., Alex J.
Glauberman, Richard N. Goldstein,
Robert C. Isaacs, Isadore Katz, Sam-
uel M. Kaynard, Arthur Mermin, Fran-
cis A. O'Connell, Jr., Benjamin C.
Roberts, Edward Silver, Donald W.
Smith, Burton B. Turlcus, Stephen C.
Vladeck, John Whittlesey, Benjarmin
Wyle, William A, Ziegler, Jr., Max
Zimny, Committee on Labor and Social
Security Legislation.

GROWING CONCERN ABOUT
ALCOHOLISM

Mr, JAVITS. Mr. President, a growing
concern is being manifested throughout
the Nation with respeet io America’s
fourth greatest health menace, aleohol-
ism, a menace which costs U.8. industiry
some $2 billion annually and takes even
a greater toll among its viclimns and their
families. Indicative of this increasing
sensitivity to the problem are two recent
editoriais which appeared in the St. Louis
Globe-Democrat; they are appended
hereto.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
to include as a part of my rcmarks two
cditorials {rom the St. Louis, Glole-
Demecrat.

There being no objection, the editorials
were ordered to be printed in the Recorp,

s follows:

[From the St. Louis Globe-Demaocrat,
Apr. 8, 1968]
FI‘JZNNYWI:E, Pounn Foo: s

The Federal Government, which puls the
proverbial drunken sailor to shame when it
comes to flinging billions in larpesse overseas
and wasting other billions on demestic boon-
doggles, spent less than $7 million last year i
the fight on aleohoclism, the Nation's fourih-
ranking health problem.

In terms of dollars and centr., the cost of
alcoholism in crime and highway accidents
alone is incalculable, certainly vastly more
than the pittance spent to comibat it.

The incidence of alcoholism in this country
is second only to that in France, points out
Dr. Robert H. Felix, dean of St. Louls Uni-
versity’s Medical School, *“but the kind of
alcoholism most prevalent here makes ours
the worst problem in the world.”

Noting that America has more than 5 mii-
lion confirmed alcoholics, Dr. Felix told a
meeting of the St. Louis council on ule hol-
ism that the national erime and divorce ritoes,
poverty and juvenile delinguency among the
children of alcoholics are “rignitcantly oo
nified by this illness.”

Money alone can't solve this or any other
problem in human behavior. But it can help
put a substantial dent in il by providing for
programs cimed at restoring alcoholics to
useful citizenship.

[From the 8t. Iouls Globe-Ticmocrat,
Apr. 9, 1966]
Sicx, NOT CRIMINALS
Eighteenth-century London’s Bethlchem
Hospital lives in infamy in the word it gave
the language—*Bedlam.” Caged there like
wild beasts. victims of mental illness were
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country share in this excitement. The stir-
ring cry, “Gold in California,” galvanized &
people into action in 1849 and set this Nation
in movement and challenged the spirit of
aventure in hundreds of thousands. But the
promises of wealth and adventure contained
in that cry are nothing compared to the
. potential wealth of human genius, creativity,

and talent that will be turned up and made
available to the Natlon and to all civiliza-
tion as a result of the efforts now underway
to eradicate poverty in America, It is im-
possible to estimate the wealth of dynamic
energy, talent, wit, and wisdom now latent
in these 32 milllon people who have heen
designated as “poor.” The Economic Oppor-
tunity Act of 1964 has set in motion the
greatest gold rush in the history of man. At
1last this country has discerned where her
true riches lie.

There is a different kind of “new aware-
ness” in the country. It will also be an ally
in the attempt to solve our environmental
crisis. It is the awareness that too much
has been destroyed, too much has been wast-
ed, too much has been allowed to deteriorate
and fall into ruin, too much was badly
planned to begin with, This public aware-
ness is, I believe, now being changed Into
afirmative action.

A third vital factor that will figure In a
solution to the crisis is the leadership that
the present administration is giving. The
Congress demonstrated courage and boldness
in writing, “It is, therefore, the policy of the
United States to ellminate the paradox of
poverty in the midst of plenty in this Na-
tion.” .

Now, having pointed out some positive
assets available to men who want to be a
part of afirmative action, let me again ask
the question, “What can be done about the
senvironmental crisis’?” T believe that your
role can be major and determinative.

T believe that you can do these things:

1. Support the local community action
program in your individual clties and towns.
Use your influence to see that the bounties of
nature are available to all and by s0 doing,
enrich the lives of the poor.

9. Remove from your advertising the
middle-class image of the enjoyment ot
nature. Our parks and recreational facilities
should serve all class levels.

3. Become familiar with the new Nelson

amendment to the Economic Opportunity .

Act. The addition to the programs of OEO
1s almed at beautification and preservation
of our physical environment. By employing
the poor and training them to work on crea-
tive, beautification projects a service is done
both to the poor and to soclety as a whole,
The war on poverty (which s part of the
answer to your environmental crisis) is a
different kind of war than any ever fought
before—and 1t calls for a different kind of
mobilization., It requires full mobilization
of the best bralns, the most artistic talents,
the greatest engineering know-how that this
generation can produce. There is definitely
a role for “Parks and Recreation,” if you will
assume it. .

USE OF ANIMALS FOR RESEARCH

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, as a
member of the Committee on Commerce,
I am much interested in the legislation
now pending before Congress to regulate
the transportation, sale, and handling of
animals intended to be used for research.

I feel strongly that it is time for Con-
gress to put a stop to the cruelty that un-
fortunately has been the result of much
of the traffic in research animals.

In recent weeks, I have read several
well-written, thought-provoking editori-
als in major newspapers noting the im-
portance of having any regulatory leg-
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islation—such as 8. 2322, the Magnuson-
Clark bill—apply to research facilities as
well as to animal dealers.

To exempt research facilities from the
provisions of S. 2322 would be to deprive
that bill of half of its impact. As the
Christian Science Monitor points out:

The laboratories should not be sacrosanct.
14 is a fallacy to assume that human nature,
even on an intelligent and supposedly benev-
olent level, will always clean lts own house
without legal prompting.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the following editorials be
printed in the RECORD:

“Dachau, 1966 Style,” from the April 5
Evening Star; “Laboratories Not Sacro-
sanct,’ from the April 6 Christian
Science Monitor; and “Animals Deserve
Consideration,” from the April 18 Seattle
Times.

There being no objection, the editorials
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as
follows:

[From the Washington (D.C.) Evening Star,
Apr. b, 1966]
DacHAT, 1966 STYLE

Supplying laboratories with animals for
testing has become a major industry. More
than 2 milllon cats and dogs a year, worth
between $30 and $50 million, are included In
the traffic. And Congress has become con-
cerned over how these unimals are being
treated.

Judging from testimony documented by
some appalling photographs, it 15 high time
the public learned what is going on. Chil-
dren’s pets are being stolen to supply the
market. Dogs are being jammed into filthy
cages, starved and maltreated by unlicensed
and unregulated dealers. One physiclan who
has worked in both government and univer-
sity laboratories estimates 80 to 50 percent
of the animals die before they reach the
research table.

The irony in all this is that the doctors
are pursuing the noblest kind of goal in
their experiments, that of scientific knowl-
edge to relleve man’s own suffering. But
because the scientists resent any kind of Fed-
eral intrusion on their research (except large
infusions of Federal money), they have
formed a strong lobby against pending bills.

As origtnally written, legislation in the
Touse would have authorized the Secretary
of Agriculture to issue licenses, impose hu-
mane standards on both dealers and labora-
tories in handling and transporting animals,
and would have required them to keep rec-
ords of transactions, presumably to cut down

. on the thievery of pets by suppliers.

The bill emerged from committee, how-
ever, in a sadly weakened version. Labora-
tories have been exempted, the bill has been
narrowed to include only cats and dogs—
although the trade in other animals is lm-
portant—and the backwoods farmer, just as
capable of cruelty and pet-stealing, 1s to
escape all licensing regulation.

So far the Senate Commerce Committes
has not acted on the various proposals. It
should insist on the original, tough language
as embodled In bills by Senators MAGNUSON,
Ouark, and Scorr. These men differ on the
degree of penalties for violators, but their
goals are essentlally alike—to prevent need-
fess suffering by helpless animals. Unless
this Senate verslon prevalls in the ultimate
showdown with the House bill, the cruel
neglect and pet-stealing cannot be wiped out.

[From the Christian Sclence Monitor, Apr.
6, 19661

LABORATORIES NOT SACROSANCT

The public consclence, once aroused, is a
powerful force. The American people are
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demanding decent treatment for the millions
of animals used yearly by experimental lab-
oratories.

A wave of public protest, motivated by re-
cent exposés of shocking conditions on dog
dealers’ premises, has resulted in a favorable
report on the Poage bill. If and when It
passes the Rules Committee, it will go to the
House for a vote.

However, this bill, in the form in which
it was sent to the Rules Committee, differs
from the original bill in that it applies only
to dogs and cats rather than to all vertebrate
animals, and the humane standards apply
only to dealers’ premiges, stopping short of
the laboratories themselves.

This represents a trend which should be
halted. With the dealers subject to some
degree of regulation, the humanitarian aim
is only half defined. A powerful segment
of research scientists (notably the National
Society for Medical Research, headed by Dr.
Maurice B. Visscher of the University of
Minnesota) objects to any laboratory regula-
tion whatever. This soclety originally ob-
jected even to regulation of dealers and their
premises. Such an attitude on the part of
responsible scientists s incomprehensible.

Recent hearings have brought out the fact
that conditions in the laboratories are often
no better than on the dealers’ premises. The
laboratories should not be sacrosanct. It is
a fallacy to assume that human nature, even
on an intelligent and supposedly benevolent
level, will always clean 1ts own house without
legal prompting.

Senate bills 8. 3059 (identical with the
original Poage bill) and S. 2322 (slmilar to
it) are now belng considered by the Senate
Commerce Committee. The public should
demand that these bills not be lessened in
scope, and that the laboratories not be ex-
empted.

The public should also demand action on
the Clark-Cleveland bills, S. 1071 and H.R.
5647, which apply specifically to laboratory
experimentation.

{From the Seattle (Wash.) Times Apr. 18,
1966]

ANIMALS DESERVE CONSIDERATION

The Times supports legislation pending in
Congress to provide the secretary of Agri-
culture with authority to enforce minimum
standards of care, housing, and handling of
animals used In scientific or medical ex-
periments.

There are bills in both House of Congress
almed at that objective. One 1s Senate bill
2322, sponsored by Senator MacNUsoN and
Senator CLarx, of Pennsylvania.

Some scientific groups are making a deter-
mined efiort to have deleted from those bills
all provisions dealing with the actual labora-
tory treatment of the animals.

But Dr. Samuel M. Peacock, Jr., senior
medical research sclentist at the University
of Pennsylvania, who himself uses animals
in experiments, notes that:

“The animal dealer for economic reasons
and ignorance will not reform his methods
unless he is forced to do so. The research
institutions and universities will not improve
their facllities unless forced to do so—for
basically the same reasons.”

gelf-regulation by laboratory sclentists,
Peacock says, is a “farce.”

Considerate treatment of dumb animals is
one of the most telling slgns of civilization.
Congress should pass the Magnuson-Clark
bill or some similar legislation.

We are assured by those who have studied
the issue that medical research would not
thereby be hampered. H U

THE SITUATION IN VIETNAM

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, the
Vietnam situation occuples the attention
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of every American who is concerned with
the future of the free world, and deeply
iroubled, as T am, about the expansion
of Commumist aggression throughout the
world.

{ a1 even more disturbed after watch-
ing ana listening to the debate, discus-
«ions, demonstrations, and apparent dif-
{creneces of opinion which we have seen
develon in the past few weeks.

il scems a voeal minority is tryving
to complicate and confuse our Nation’s
policy. At times they even seem to
drown out the overwhelming support
which exists throughout the country for
bur courageous stand against the Com-
munist aggressors.

‘I'o those who would rather see our
Nation hesitate or evacuate—perhaps
they need a reminder of the determina-
tion and will of those who are suffering
Lhe most--the Viethamese people.

This week I received a letter from a
distinguisned Californian, John Wayie,
who is known and loved by millions of
seople  throughout the world.  John
wayne has not only distinguished him-
self in my former profession but also has
demonstrated time and time again in
deeds and words a dedication to this
country and to our Constitution’s prin-
ciples of freedom and justice. He speaks
nut frequently on political issues and he
speaks from knowledge, understanding,
and good judement.

i¢ has written of the sacrifices the
peonle of Vietnam continue to make on
behalf of their battle for freedom. His
leiter is exceilent and I wish to call it to
the attention of all my colleagues by
placing it in the Recorn, and I ask unani-
taous consemt that Mr. Wayne’s letter be
printed in the RECORD,

There bheing no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
a5 follows:

Hntovwoon, Canip..
dpril 15, 1965,
Senalors 1cHARD B, RUSSRELL, JOHN SHER-
MmN Coorrr, J. W, FULBrRIGHT, CLINTON P.
ANDERSON, (IRORGE MurrHY,
4.5 el
Washingion, D.C.

Dean BRNaTORS: May I remind you of some
publiz information?  Pronortionately, the
Vietnamese bave lost twice as many fiehting
wien in thewr battle for freedom as we lost
in the Sccond World War., Not only that,
bt in bhe paral villaces 20.000 leaders,
wayors, ete. and thelr families, have been
tortured  and  murdered by Communist
suerriflas, yet, in each instance someone else
huss bad Lo bravery to sten forward into their
shoes,

Lmagine the equivalent percantage of our
lendershin beineg murdered. That would be
around 250,600, which wounld be cnough to
inelude every raayor, every Governor, every
ator, and every Member of the House of
reseT tives and their combined families.
I oam quite certain youn have information
avadable that makes It unnecessary for me
to inform vou o7 the ingentous ways in which,
Lhey were tortured and killed. This dnes not
sound to me like a peaple unwilling and
uninterested in their fight for freedom.

May I remind you that there were as many
people involved In the Watts riot in one
section of just one ecity of our country as
wrre incited in the whole country in Vietnam
Lo parade agninst its present government.
lrase don't let our leadership’s memory
he so short that we forget that the man who
is now inciting these peeple was the same
so-called Buddhist monk whose brother is
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high in the Communist leadership. Of
course, we have no proof that he is 4 mem-
ber of same, but it was the n:achinations of
this man that caused us to forsake the
Diem government. If we don back the op-
posing leadership to this rabb s-rouser, if we
forsake these people, a blood bath of two
miliion souls is a certainty. A defeat and
retreiat in Vietnam would lose the respect of
all free nations and completel r destroy what
is left of the once kizhly respstted American
image,

How ridiculous it seems that a group of
obviously organized leftist ayitators could
have nuch a great influence o1 the interna-
tional policy of what is supposed to be the
most smportant nation in the world. It is
as though our august body of the Senate
were L0 bow to the irrespon«inbility of the
Berkeley beatniks.

L pray, sirs, that you review these facts
before you make any cecisions wihat will bring
this guerrilla-type warfare any closer to our
homes. Tf they are successinl with this
method in Vietnam, I remind »ou that there
is & man named Che Guevar: who is now
presuniably training hard-corr Communist
guerrillas in different parts of uth America
I 1 salne type of harrassment to respon-
sik:le guvernment.,

I also pray that you review ihose facts be-
fore making any statements thol might dam-
age our Government’s present policy and de-
stroy the freedom which is being bought by
the blood and lives of the peopi of Vietnam,
the United States, and her other proven
allies,

sincerely,

Jo. AN WAYNE.

e 1

CHALLFNGES ANI} OPPGRTUNITIES
IN BANKING AND ENGINEERING

Mr. McGEE. Mr. President, there are
many problems and many aporoaches to
their solutions connected with life in the
perilous world we live in toduy. It is in
this context that Mr. D. G. Volkert, of
Washineton, viewed the chailenges fac-
ing ths banker and the encineer in an
article printed in the Ameriran Banker
Iust week,

Mr. Volkert, an engineeri.ut consult-
ant, writes of the need for enntinued co-
operation between these twe sreat pro-
fessions, banking and engineering, to
help baild the world we scek. T ask
unanimous consent that his. article be
printed in the Recorn.

There being no objection. the article
was ordered to be printed in the REcogrbp,
as Tnlluws:

{From the American Banker, A,r. 18, 1966}

BANKING AND ENGINGERING T DAY FacE

BIeGer CHALLENGES AND OPPOILTUNITIES
(By D Volkerf, president, Devid Volkert
& Associates, Washingten )

It is o stimulating hut perilous world we
live in, an environment of turinoil and of
violent dimension-—wr.ere chap:'» and con-
stant crisis seem to have becor:e a way of
life,

Confronting us are the threc great phe-
nomena of our time: Communise in its many
forms; the rising extrernes of nationalism in
the devceloping areas cf the w 1, and the
astounding explosion of science and tech-
nology which has brought us to the edge of
apace.

T further complicate matters, all three
are interrelated and happening it the same
vime, Tt is within this environment that the
challenges—and the opportunilies——facing
the banking and engineering professions
have nevar been greater.

Historically, our professions have had a
bhenomenal impact on the sociil and eco-
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hoile development of man. Furlhermore,
the physical achievements of constiruction
and design for which we, as ¢igineers, have
received great plaudits were, more often than
not, made pessible through support of bank-
ing houses.

The city of Venice owes much of its ini-
portant construction to ass inece extended
by the Banco della Piazzo di Rialto and the
Banco Giro.

The Bank of Amsterdam riide possiile
much of Amsterdam’s lasting structures and
also extended credit to the Dutech East Indina
Co. for development of these islands’ row
materials,

Earlier, the Medicis of Fiorence ard U
Tuggers of Germany, while largely interested
in other areas of financial endeavor, made
significant sums available to cities of that
duy for design and construction. These, in
tirn, became major business ceniers.

Similarly, in more recent centuries. the
banking and engineering professions have
worked together to provide the ways, means,
and know-how which enable a town or coun-
try to obtuin a much-needed school or hos-
pital; another area to henefit from a dhan for
power and water conservation. o state Lo
realize various undertakings ranging from
highways o the develorment of induairial
and recreational facilities.

The mutual efforts of the plannes wha
envisioned the project, the engineer who
determined its physical requireinents, and
the financier who estimaled tie economic
characteristics all are combined to form the

asis for a final decision concerving foasibii-
itv of the project.

Today thie supply and demard for funds
in engineering prejects continues to o .

As engineering consultaats, we are called
upon by bankers and those in Government
and private industry for professional opin-
ions on the need and feasibility of winder-
taking projects which are designed to raise
our standard of living; increase our modes
and paths of transportation; aid a friendly
nation to achieve bhetter living: conditions;
attain other goals which ultimataly ean lead
to a better world.

Thus it is thal the rapport belween our

two professions, so long estalbilished. has
been maintained. Each profession—bank -
ing and engineering—has a necr SATY Serv-

ice to offer the other.

How then do we cope effectively with the
three great phenomena of our ape?

In the face of the first of these --the Com-
munist threat—our job is to insuare thiat we
use our great fund of sclentific and tioch-
nical knowledge more effectively than our
opponents use theirs.

Next, with our country facing uncertain-
ties and difficulties brought on by the cmer-
gence of new nations all over the world. we
must use our technological skills to show
others the way to a high stand:ud of living
and political stability.

Finally, the engincer is part ar.d parcel of
the current revolution in science and teeli-
nology—a revolution so new thut, of all the
men who have ever been trained in 1t
fields on both sides of the Iron Curtain,
estimated that 9 out of 10 of them are .
today.

It is necessary to turn the tesi-tube «lis-
coveries of science into usable products,
tools, and processes that serve mankird,
Today, it must be done faster than ever be-
fore.

Multimillion-dollar Governmeant and pri-
vately sponsored research proprams  linve
helped to produce scientific know!edge on a
scale we've never seen before. We must be
ready to exploit new developments and toeh-
higues to the fullest.

It is not only our domestic economy, but
also our national security that demands that
we be able to convert raw discavery into
planned perfection as quickly and efficiently

Hve
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conscienceless dealers who steal and
maltreat animals. The public voice on
this subject is testimony of the fact that
we as a nation are mindful of the rights
not only of mankind but also of the de-
fenseless and inarticulate creature} of
the animal world. o

OUR VIETNAM POLICY

(Mrs. GREEN of Oregon asked and
was given permission to extend her re-
marks at this point in the Rrcorp. and
include an editorial.)

Mrs. GREEN of Oregon. Mr. Speaker,
it has often been stated that one of the
purposes of our Vietnam policy is to
prove to Red China that aggression, ex-
emplified by “wars of national libera-
tion’ will not work. The assumption of
such a statement, of course, is that the
Vietnamese Communists are the lackeys
of the Chinese, without independent na-
tional goals of their own. This {s an
assumption open to serious question, es-
pecially in view of the North Vietnamese
delegation’s attendance at the 23d Con-
gress of the Soviet Communist Party—
an international Communist meeting
which the Chinese themselves vitupera-
tively spurned. However, if one accepts
this assumption the next obvious ques-
tion is whether our policy is proving
what is claimed it proves. An article
appearing in the March 28 Evening Star
concludes that the very opposite is the
case. Since it is most important that our
actions at least be fitting to our stated
aims, I would like to include the full text
of the article as one deserving thoughtful
study:

| From the Evening Star, Mar. 28, 1966]
DIVIDENDS FOBE COMMUNIST CHINA
(By Clayton Fritchey) ,

If, as the administration Insists, both
North Vietham and the Vietcong are under
the thumb of Communist China, there is
little or no prospect of a negotiated peece,
for, as matters stand, China has everything
to galn and little to lose.

The United States 1s supposedly “contain-
ing” China, but in reality China is rapldly
expanding both its economiec and nuclear
power (which is all that matbters with a mod-
ern power), while at the same time bleeding
and depleting the United States at an ever
increasing rate, and at no cost to itsell.

It is one of the most unfavorable positions
the United: States has ever found itself in.
The huge, expensive military effort in Viet-
nam is, in the final analysis, primarily aimed
at China, but so far 1t has cost China nothing
of consequence, and probably won't unless
the conflict escalates into a world war.

This side of that eventuallty, Peking can
keep on draining the United States indefi-
nitely at no sacrifice to itself. The war in
Vietnam has been escalating for 5 years, but
all the Chinese have contributed so far is
mostly encouragement to Hanol and the
Vietcong. Up to now, the war hasg cost
Peking no casualties, and little in the way
of supplies except relatively insignificant
quantities of small arms end ammunition.
For years the Vietcong was largely equipped
with captured or surrendered American arms.

So now while China sits watchfully, but
safely, on the sidelines as the fighting mounts
in Vietnam, how ia the Unlted States faring?
The answer is that American casualties are
steadily rising, and no doubt will increase
as more U.S. troops are poured into the
battlefront.

The Chinese know, of course, that the de-
fense budget exceeds $60 billlon; they know
we are alarmed over infiation, and are soon
going to have to ralse taxes on everybody.
Tt is no secret that the war has bitterly di-
vided the Amerlcan people, and that its ris-
ing cost is beginning to injure the domestic
economy. . .

Another dividend for the Chinese is the di-
vsion between the Unilted States and many
of its allles and friends over the Vietnam
policy, especially among such Asian powers
as Pakistan, Indla, ahd Japan. Even more
important to the Chinese is the way Vietnam
has chilled the detente between Russia and
the United States and prevented a united
front against her.

Military observers here and abroad also
are fearful that Vietnam is distorting our
military posture around the world, ‘‘The
Natlon's armed services,” newspaper corre-
spondent, Hanson Baldwin reports, “have al-
most exhausted their trained and ready mil-
ttary units, with all available forces spread
dangerously thin in Vietham and elsewhere.”
Gen. James M. Gavin also feels the Unlted
States has become so “mesmerized” with
Vietnam that i1t has permitted the commit-
ment there to hecome “alarmingly out of bal-
ance.” Defense Secretary McNamara, how-
ever, firmly denles this. .

There is no doubt, though, that China is
profiting from the foreign reaction to U.s.
policy. General de Gaulle, who is deter-
mined to remove France’s forces from NATO,
charged that American involvement in local
conflicts was a danger to Europe. Because of
escalation, he said, Europe could find itself
drawn sutomatically into such a conflict un-
less ‘she managed to have & European strat-
egy of her own as distinct from the strat-
cgy that the United States now imposes on
her through NATO.

Another depressing factor 1s that the
United Statees will have to go it alone on
any new escalation, formost of our allles do
not intend to share the cost either In money
or men. In fact, instead of joining us in 1s0-
lating China, they are now stepping up trade
with her. Just recently, West Germany and
a European consortium agreed to finance a
new steel plant for Peiping.

In the face of all this, the President can
only promise an increasingly painful war for
the forcseeable future. Since this costs
Chins nothing, why should it encourage
Hanoi and the Vietcong to negotiate? After
all, China has suffered setbacks everywhere
clse in the world during the last few years,
so why should it try to bring to an end the
only success 1t has going for it?

HOUSE SHOULD ACT ON ETHICS
LEGISLATION

(Mr. BENNETT of Florida asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex-
tend his remarks) .

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, the
Nation is again very puzzled and shocked
about the recent disclosures concerning
the personal and political finances of a
member of Congress.

Right or wrong, whatever the facts de-
velop, this situation is highly embar-
rassing to every member of the House
and Senate, and I am sure the careful
and unbiased deliberations by the Senate
Committee on Standards and Conduct
will result in a fair decision to the per-
sons involved and the public interest.

Since I entered Congress in 1949 T have
worked for a code of ethics for all Gov-
ernment employees which had the teeth
of enforcement and a positive deterrent
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to abuses. In 1958 a number of us were
successful in enacting a code of cthics
for Government service which includes
all Government employees, including
members of Congress and their stafls.
But this code of ethics does not have
sufficient teeth to back it up. It is a set
of principles to live by in our work for the
public interest. It was a difficult bill to
pass, even without adequate teeth.

During the Senate Rules Committee
hearings in 1964, considering the case of
the former secretary fto the Senate
majority leader, I urged the committee
to adopt legislation which I have pushed
for many years in the House. I am
proud to say that my idea to establish a
policing body in the Congress was
adopted at least in the Senate. Senator
Joun SuerMAN Coorir of Kentucky was
sucecessful in his efforts to set up a Senate
Committee on Standards and Conduct,
which I presented to the Senate Rules
Committee.

Today, I am calling for speedy action
on three legislative proposals in the field
of ethics, which I have worked on over
the last decade. I list them here and
urge that the House give serious atten-
tion to the adoption of the proposals to
prevent abuses of the Cogle of Ethics for
Government Service:

First. House Joint Resolution 36, to
establish a Commission on Ethics in the
Federal Government. This Commission
would have investigative powers and
would advise senior officials in the ex-
ecutive, legislative, and judicial branches
of breaches of ethics for appropriate dis-
ciplinary action.

Second. House Resolution 18, to estab-
lish a House Committee on Grievances.
This commitiee in the House of Repre-
sentatives would be authorized to require
Members of the House to make a full and
complete disclosure of his personal
income and investments, and would have
investigative powers leading to recom-
mendations for censure, explusion, im-
peachment, or prosecution in case of
wrong doings. I have joined other Mem-
bers of Congress in filing a statement of
assets with the Clerk of the House.

Third. H. R. 9626, a bill to tighten the
lobbying laws by turning over the admin-
istration of lobbying procedures and
reporting to the Comptroller General of
the United States, to enforce the lobbying
law, which is not now being done.

FISH PROTEIN CONCENTRATE
PLANTS

(Mr. KEITH (at the request of Mr.
HUTCHINSON) was granted permission to
extend his remarks at this point in the
Record and to include extrancous
matter.)

Mr. KEITH. Mr. Speaker, hundreds
of millions of people all over the world
are suffering from malnutrition—famine
threatens in India and uncounted num-
bers go to bed hungry each night. Mil-
lions of children in underdeveloped areas
suffer from a disease known as kwas-
hiorkor, a severe form of protein defi-
ciency. It is painful and debilitating
and is a major cause of death. If these
children could have adequate protein in
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their diets,
vanish.

We in this country are nearing a
technological solution to a large portion
ol this problem in our development of
fixh protein concentrate. This powdered
exiract from fish is 80 vercent protein,
and it can be produced for about 13 cents
a wsound. The product does not spoil. It
is ordoriess and tasteless and thercfore
can be combined with flour to make bread
or added to soups or cercals. It can be
made to taste like cggs, meat, or virtually
any desired food. A mere million tons
could fill the annual protein require-
ments of 100 million people.

Iish protein concentrate, or FPC as it
is enlled, could well hecome a major
part of the world’s food supply. It can
he made from the many species of fish
that arc now little uscd because they
are too bony or otherwise inappropriate
fuor human consumption. Moreover, the
tolal world tishery resources are at pre-
sent underutilized. For example our own
ceastal waters are vielding about 5 bil-
lion pounds of fish though they could
sustain an annual yield of 28 billion
pounds—a more than fivetold increase.
Tf we can get fish protein concentrate in-
Lo large scale production, we can not only
perform an important service to the
werld, but we ean also rive a boost to
our fishing industry. Moreover, we have
a balance-of-payments deficit in fishery
products at this time of $500 million a
yeuar, and Iish protein concentrate could
help to right that situation.

‘I'his entire question is one which has
lorsr hren ot particular coneern to me.
Im 1961 T visited Peru and Mexico to
see sorme ol the seientific work being done
there with 1ish protein concentrate. I
saw firsthand some of the remarkable
vesults this protein rich food supple-
ment can produce in starving children.

it has been nearly 5 vears since my
visit and 1 am still coming to Consrvess
to ask that something be done. The pro-
sram has been set back enormously by
an absurd statement of the Food and
Drux  Administration in 1962 which
iermed tish protein coneentrate unac-
crptable on esthetic grounds because it
is made from whole fish. This state-
ment has served to discourage much of
the potential industrial growth in the
production of fish protein concentrate as
well ag to make it virtually impossible
Lo send it nbroad to the hungry nations
of “he world. Tt is very noor public rela-
tions to give anyone food we will not, eat
ourselves.

''nday the prevailing view is that this
opinion of the FDA was irrational since
we eat whole sardines and coysters with-
oul even processing or purifying them.
‘T'he Bureau of Commereial Fisheries has
been developing several processes and
doing carelully controlled hacteriological
and  toxieolozieal analyses simultane-
ously.  The Bureau has submitted at
feast one of the methods to the FDA
tor approval but we have yvet to hear
their decision. We are hopeful that at
lonz last the response will be favorahble.
We cannot afford to wait much longer.

Fefore this country can really get into
larpe-scale production of fish protein

this dread disease would
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concenirate, however, engincering and
economic feasibility studies must be
done. Therefore I am filing & bill today
to provide for the constructior: and oper-
ation of sufficient number of pilot plants
to test the different proecesses for pro-
duction of fish protein conce:ntrate and
to take info account types of fish and
their availability in different .1veas. My
bill, nuniike others that have been filed,
does net, set a limit on the number of
plants tecause I wish ta assur: adequate
authorization for encugh plants to test
all mcthods of producing fish protein
concentrate. Probably about five plants
wonld be required eventually, cach cost-
ing ahout a million dollars.

Naturally each time a process is ready
lo be put into pilot plant prodiiction, the
Secretary of the Interior wonid have to
coma 1o Congress for the app opriation.
And ihe total funds for plant construe-
tion would not be requested a!l at once,
but rather over a period of several years,
as laborarory rescarch is conipleted on
the various processes.

A nurahber of possible methids of fish
protein concentrate production exist,
which f»1l into the hasic ecategories of
biological, chemical, and physical.
Moreover lean and Tatty fish may well
reqnire  radically different reduection
raethode. We will net be able to deter-
mine ths most economical methods until
the pilot plants have been in operation.
Thevefore in the intevest of ec nnomy we
rust give them all a chance.

Tt mav be asked why the G«vernment
should invest in plants as epposed to
private ndustry carrying the hall alone.
T have sven considerable thou:ht to thig
pronlera because my inclination would
ke to kecp the Goverament out of this
rotentially profitable enterprise for in-
dustry.  However, we are nit dealing
here with a simple problem «f a com-
mercial enterprise. 'We are al-o dealing
with a question of internation:! politics.
Fecently 1 made a tour of Rursian fish-
ing and aceanographic facilitits for the
Merchart Marine and Fisheiics Com-
mittee, and there is not any doubt in
my mind that the Russians ecauld casily
preempt the fish protein coneentrate
field if taey decided to do so. The state
of their technolozv in fish pritein con-
centrate is similar to ours. They pro-
duce large quantities of fish meal for
fertilizer and animal feed. vIoreover,
their fishing industry is expan ling rap-
idly-—-250 percent since 1957, They
would probably have little trou sie bring-
ing in the necessary increased catch. If
they did so we might lose a val 1able tool
in internaticnal politics. This then is
another reason for urgency beyond the
purelv himane considerations we might
have in supplying fish proteir concen-
trate to protein-starved natior.s,

A pilot plant is not, by its very nature,
an economical operation, and unfortu-
nately, there is little indication that
private industry is prepared at this time
to undertake the masr invesiment in
large-scale research which would be re-
quired to determine which is the most
economical method of produing fish
protein concentrate. 'The bill I propose
would limit Government participation to
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a maximum of 10 years from the date of
the act. By that time all plants would
have to be phased out.

Rapid development of fish protein con-
centrate is demanded by the world situa-
tion. The unnecessary delay that we
have had should give some urgency to
this project. The bill, incidentally,
would call for an appropriation over
several years of only a few million dol-
lars. This may well be compared with
the three and a half hillion dollars that
have been requested for the coming yvoear
alone in agricultural subsidies for prod-
ucts that will be sent abroad.

My bill differs from other bills (hat
have been filed here in that it provides
that fish pretein concentrate will be eligi-
ble for distribution under the provisions
of the Food for Freedom Act. Other
bills refer to Public Law 480 of the 83d
Congress. 'This statute is due to expire
toon and probably be replaced by the
food for freedom program. Fish protoin
concentrate must be included in any focd
assistance program for it to have itg
maximum value.

I feel strongly that passage of this
bill would produce a great deal of benie-
fit per tax dollar expended, in torms of
international good will, improving our
balance of payments and boosting cur
fishing industry. These are all worth-
while investments which, I believe, will
pay off in the long run.

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTU-
NITY ACT OF 1965

(Mr. RHODES of Arizona (at the re-
quest of Mr. HUTCHINSON! was granted
permission to extend his remarks at this
point in the Recorp and to include ox-
traneous matter.)

Mr. RHODES of Arizona. My Spernis-
er, at the April 26, 1966, meeting of the
House Republican policy conumittec a
policy statement regarding H.J2. 10065,
the Equal Employment Opportinity Act
of 1965, was adopted. As chairman of
the policy committec, I would lize to in-
clude at this poini in ths Rz.:orp (he
complete text of this statement,
REPUBLICAN POLICY COMMITTEE S1aTEM ST

ON EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OEPORTUNITY AcT

OF 1965, HL.R. 10065

The Republican Party and the Republicny
Members of the House of Representatives
stand second to none in their dedieation to
the cause of civil rights. Year aiter year,
our actions with respect to strong : nd eilvo-
tive legislation have more than muatched iur
words.

It may be that full and complete hearings
would indicate that certain charges in Lidie
VII of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 should be
made. However, we question the advisohil-
ity of considering this particular bill at 1 s
time. Title VII of the Civil Rights Act tid
not go into effect until July 2, 1665. The
only hearings on the broad and sweeping
brovisions of H.R. 10065 were hold almost
simultaneously in June and July of 1965,
At that time the Iqual Employmert Oppor-
tunity Commission clearly did not twive sufli-
cient experience under the new act Lo testily
with any real authority. And yet, to dote.
no additional hearings have been scheduled
or held. Certainly, guesses and speculation
are no substitute for experience and facts.

This bill would transform the Equal Em-
ployment Opportunity Commission inte an
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project of the magnitude of Hanford, and
in case some of the doubters who thought
i 1962 that it could not be done are still
around, I want to thank Owen Hurd and
the rest of the Washington Public Power
Supply System people for making it pos-
sible for me to say, “I told you so.”

While the Hanford plan had some
enemies, it had some very good friends,
including President John F. Kennedy,
who supported the project through the
summer of 1962 and signed it into law in
September of that year. A year later,
President Kennedy personally visited the
Hanford site, waved an atomic wand, and
started an unmanned crane which moved
the first shovelful of earth for the proj-
ect’s construction. It was proud to have
the privelege of being with him on that
occasion.

Hanford will provide many benefits to
the Pacific Northwest and the Nation, in
addition to the supply of low-cost power
which is its primary purpose. It can
serve as & technical training sround for
nuclear powerplant operators and tech-
nicians of the future; it can demonstraté
the feasibility of large-scale nuclear
units in integrated, predominantly
hydroelectrie system.

Not the least of its benefits will be the
sense of pride which the American people
can feel in this plant, the largest nuclear
powerplant in the world.

And I personally take a good deal of
pride in prudent management of re-
sources, which I believe is involved in
this development of economical electric
power, using byproduct steam—a re-
source which almost was wasted.

Hanford has demonstrated a new kind
of joint action in the electric utility
industry and, although it is not in itself
intended as a model for other develop-
ments—involving as it does a unique sit-
uation—1I believe it does indicate that
there are many types of agreements and
arrangements which can be called into
use where there is determination to get
a job done.

It is perhaps the resourcefulness of the
Hanford sponsors which offers the best
model for future joint efforts by utilities
which involve Federal, non-Federal pub-
lic, and private power entities. New
techniques and. mechanisms will be
needed as our electric industry becomes
more and more interconnected and in-
terdependent, and the Hanford project
has indicated that it is possible to develop
arrangements which protect all parties
concerned—and this includes the Ameri-
can consumers, who are most directly
concerned of all.

(Mr. PRICE (at the request of Mrs.
May) was granted permission to extend
his remarks at this point in the REcorp
and to include extraneous matter.)

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, the first
unit of the Washington public power
supply system’s Hanford steamplant be-
gan producing power on April 8. It was
a milestone event in a decade-long
struggle to put waste heat to work at
AEC’s new plutonium production re-
actor.

If any single Member of Congress de-
serves credit for this achievement, I be-

. lieve that it is the distinguished gentle-
man from California, the chairman of

the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy,
CHET HOL1FIELD.

CHET HouvirieLp, belicved in the dual-
purpose concept of Hanford. IIe en-
couraged the technical and economic
studies which were necessary to insure
its feasibility. He stimulated the inter-
cst of others in this worthwhile project.
He fought for the conservation -prin-
ciples involved. He laid his reputation
on the line to secure congressional ap-
proval. He never gave up in his efforts to
secure authorization.

This month’s production of power at
Hanford is, in a way, a personal accom-
plishment for Cuner HOLIFIELD.
helped engineer this project in the areas
where the problems were the most diffi-
cult. He succeeded in convincing a ma-
jority of his colleagues that he was right,
and he got a number of them to actually
change their minds in the face of previ~
ous recotrd votes.

Hanford is in large measure a monu-
ment to CuetT HoLIFIELD. Because of his
continuing, and unrelenting work, it is
today a reality.

The two units at Hlanford have a com-
bined capacity of 800,000 kilowatts dur-
ing the use of the AEC’s new plutonium
production reactor for the production
of weapons grade plutonium and other
products. Should AEC decide nof to
continue use of the new power reactor
for such purposes, Washington public
power supply system would lease the new
power reactor and continue its use for
the production of power, in which case
the output would be increased with a
power only capability of 860,000 kilo-
watts.

Although nuclear plants with a greater
capacity than the Washington public
power supply system Hanford steam
plant are planned, it is expected that its
distinetion as the world’s largest will be
retained for:several years.

The modifications and additions to the
AEC convertible new power reactor to
achieve optimum power production have
been made by Washington public power
supply system at a cost expected to ex-
ceed $12 million and at no expense to the
Government.- In addition, Washington,
public power supply system purchases
the waste byproduct heat from the new
power reactor, Steam bpayments by
Washington public power supply system
to.the AEC will amount to $30 million
in the first 10 years of dual purpose
operation and $6.7 million per year
thereafter.

The Hanford steam plant transmis-
sion lines required for integration with
the Northwest power pool and new
power reactor additions and modifica-
tions were financed by a Washington
public power supply system $122 million
revenue bond issue secured by contracts
with both Northwest public and private
power distributors. Through exchange
arrangements with the Bonneville Power
Administration, the power output of the
Hanford plant has resulted in an addition
of 900,000 kilowatts of dependable power
to the region and will exceed 1 million
kilowatts during new power reachor
power-only operation.

Hanford is an outstanding example of
cooperation of Federal and local public

He.
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agencies which has achieved many bene-
fits to the Nation, the region, and the
local community through utilization of
an energy resource which would have
otherwise been wasted.

The people of the Hanford area, the
Pacific Northwest, and the Nation, owe
CHET HonIFIELD a debt of gratitude for
his statesmanlike activities on their ben-
efit in generating the support necessary
to bring into being this worthy project.

CORRECTION OF VOTE

Mr. PHILBIN. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall
74 I am recorded as not voting. I was
present ‘and. voted “yea.”

I ask unanimous consent that the per-
manent ReEcorp and Journal be corrected
accordingly.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Prrper). 1s there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Massachu-
setts?

There was no objection.

.
V / REPORT ON VIETNAM

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Perrer). Under previous order of the
House, the gentleman from New York
[Mr. StraTtToNn] is recognized for 60
minutes.

(Mr. STRATTON asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks and to include extraneous
matter.)

Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Speaker, during
the Easter recess a special subcommittee
of the Committee on Armed Services
made an on-the-spot inspection trip to
the combat fronts of Vietham. I had the
honor to be chairman of that group,
which included the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN], the gentle-
man from California [Mr. LEGGETT], the
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. StaArF-
rorpl, and the gentleman from Washing-
ton [Mr. Hicksl. Our visit was directed
by the distinguished chairman of our full
committee, the gentleman from South
Carolina, [Mr. Riversl, in line with a
continuing policy of our committee to
keep ourselves fully and currently in-
formed of the progress of all our mili-
‘tary activities in Vietham. Specifically,
Chairman RIVERs requested our subcom-
mittee to pay particular attention to our
river patrols, our barrier patrols, the de-
velopment of port and airfield construc-
tion, troop morale, the adequacy of
equipment, ammunition, and clothing,
and any research and development proj-
ects that ought to be accelerated to meet
urgent needs of our forces in Vietnam.

Carrying out Chairman RIVERS assign-
ment, our subcommittee left Friendship
Ajrport on Thursday, April 7, and re-
turned to Dulles in the early hours of
April 19, having spent slightly more than
10 days on our journey. Of those 10
days, 4 were spent in South Vietnam, 2
in Thailand, and the remaining 4 in
transit to and from southeast Asia. Be-
cause of the political demonstrations that
had been taking place in parts of South
Vietnam before we were scheduled to
leave, Ambassador Lodge expressed some
concern about the safety of our group
and suggested that the visit might be
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benefits, conserve wasted energy, and en-
hance the important fishery resource.

Today Hanford is a reality because of
this unified effort aimed at insuring that
2 national resource was not wasted.

Washington columnist A. Robert
sSmith summed up the story following
¢oneressional approval, and concluded:

‘I'ne moral of all this is probably that the
Northwesterners, working with bipartisan
cooperationn, won out in the end because
they showed political crastfmanship of a
nigh order and resisted all temptations to
stand up and beat their breasts indignantly
about the terrible forces arrayed against
thom.,

The triumph of the Manford project was
probably the best example or legislative
stitesmanship affecting the Northwest since
Clongress enacted the Alaskan statehood Dill
i yoars ago.

(Mrs. GREEN of Orgeon (at the re-
quest of Mrs. May) was granted permis-
sion to extend her remarks at this point
in ihe Recorp and to include extraneous
matter.)

Mrs. GREEN of Oregon. Mr. Speaker,
the authorization and construction of
Lhe Hunford project—the world’s largest
nuclear powerplant—is an achievement
of significance not only for the Northwest
tut also the Nation.

President Kennedy recognized this fact
when he signed the AEC authorization
bill in 1962. A strong supporter of the
fTanford project, the President noted
during the White House cercmony the
action of Congress making it possible for
steam produced at AEC’s new plutonium
roduction reactor to be transformed
into electricity and distributed to the
homes and factories of the Pacific North-
west., He stated:

it is a source of great satisfaction to me
that a way has now been opened for the effi-
cient utilization of this energy resource for
ihe benefit of this growing region. 'l'o have
permitted this resource to be wasted would
thave been in contlict with all principles ot
resource conservation and utilization to
which we are committed.

President Kennedy pointed out to
{hose present at the White House that
ifanford represents a project for peace-
Lime application of atomic encrgy. And
he said:

[t will give tne United States a freer mar-
isn for superiority in the peacetime use of
altomic energy. o think it will benefit, In
thal way, the entire country, north and
south and west, so I want to compliment
Lthose Members of Congress and the Joint
{ommittee and the Interior Committee and
1bhers who have played an important role in
the great passing of this legislation. I par-
ticularly congratulate CxHET HOLIFIELD and
sSenator Jackson for their part in this effort.

‘What are the benefits of the Hanford
project? President Kennedy summed
them up when he declarved:

I'ne proposal of the Washington public
power supply system to utilize the Hanford
stcam for the production of power presents
an opportunity, clearly in the public interest,
Lo obtaln the maximum benefits from the
public investment already committed for this
facility and to demonstrate national leader-
ship in resources development while further-
ing national defense objectives.

The President declared:

The arrangements contemplated by this
legistation will provide assurance that the

interests of taxpayers, consumers, anid other
producers of clectric power will be ade:juately
protected.

Enactment of this legislation is & highly
significant achievement, and the Members of
both Houses of Congress—in particular the
mempoers of the Joint Committee on Atomic
Energy—are o be congratulated on the suc-
cess of their unremitting efforts to bring
abous the utilization of the major national
resource represented by the Lyproduct energy
of the Hanford reactor.

Mr. Speaker, I ask that the complete
text of President Kennedy’s remarks be
incorporated in the Reccep at the con-
clusion of my remarks. )

Hanford is a notable landmark in the
history of conservation of energy. It will
be remembered in the same way that
Bonneville and Grand Coulee are remem-
bered-—as part of the continuing struggle
Lo insure that our national resources are
put to their highest use. I am proud to
have played a part in making the Han-
ford project a reality.

REMARKS OF I'HE PRESIDENT UPON THL SIGN-
ING oF HLE. 11974, Atomic ENERGY CoM-
MISSION 1563 AUTHORIZATION BIui (HaN-
FOLD KEACTOR)

I amn pleased to sign HL.R. 11974, the Atomic
Energy Comrnission 1963 authorization bill.

One portion of this legislntion-—for which
we have waited for quite some time—will
make it possible for the steam produced by
the Hanford new production reactor to be
transformed into electricity and distributed
to the homes and factories of the Pacific
Northwest.

It is @ scurce of great satisfaction to me
that a way hes now been opened rfor the
cficient utilivation of this energy rosource
for the benefit of this growing region. To
have permitted this resource to be wasted
would have been in conflict with ail prin-
ciples of resource conservation and utiliza-
tion to which we are committed.

This project is for peacetime application
and atomic heat for electricity which will
produce a million kilowatts, approximately.
It will be four times larger than any other
project in the world. It will give the United
States a freer margin for superiority in the
peacetime use of atomic energy. I think that
it will benefit, in that way, vhe entire coun-
try, North and South and West, so [ want
to compliment those Members of Congress
and the Joint Committee and the Interior
Cominittee and others who have played an
important role in the grea® passing of this
legislation. I particularly congratulate CHET
Horotern and Senator Jackson for their
part in this effort.

As T stated in my letter of July 13, 1962,
to Chairman HorLrrFrerp, of the Joint Com-
mittee on Atomic Energy, the proposal of
the Washington Public Power Supply System
to utilize the Hanford steam for the produc-
tion of power presents an opportunity,
clearily in the public interest, to obtiin the
maximum benefits from the public invest-
ment. already committed for this facility
and to demonstrate national leadership in
resources development while further:ng na-
tional defence objectives.

The arrangements contemplated hy this
legislation will provide assurance that the
interests of taxpayers, consumers, and other
producers of clectric power will be adequately
protected.

Enactment of this legislation is a highly
significant achievement, and the Members
of both Houses of Congress—in particular
the members of the Joint Committee on
Atomic Energy—are to be congratulated on
the success of their unremitting efforts to
bring about the utilization of the major
national resource represented by the hy-
product energy of the Hanford reactor.

Congratulations to all those Involved.

(Mr. ULLMAN (at the request of Mrs.
May) was granted permission to extend
his remarks at this point in the Recorp
and to include extraneous matter.)

Mr. ULLMAN. Mr. Speaker, os we
celebrate the completion of the Han-
ford powerplant here today, I am sure
that many Members of the House are re-
membering the long and discouraging
struggle which preceded the authoriza-
tion of this project.

A good many of us recognized the need
for some practical application for the
vast quantities of steam which would be
produced by the Atomic Energy Com-
mission's new production reactor, which
was authorized in 1958. In the process
of splitting the atom, this reactor cre-
ates enormous quantities of heat which
represents raw energy.

It was proposed that this steam be util-
ized in a new, Federal steam generating
plant, to be operated in conjunction with
the reactor. When sufficient support for
a Federal plant could not be mustered
in the House in 1961, it appeared that the
steam would simply be dumped into the
Columbia River—a, waste of raw energy
of enormous proportions.

The members of Washington Pablic
Power Supply System, all operating pub-
lic utility districts, came up with their
plan to build the Hanford project,
pledging their own fuhds and credit, in
order to use this waste steam for a con-
structive purpose. Certainly all of us
here in the House owe a debt of gratitude
to these progressive and public-spirited
utility operators.

Next, the congressional Joint Com-
mittee on Atomic Energy, under the lead-
ership of the gentleman from California
IMr. HorLIFieLpl1, gave its active support
to the proposal. With the economic
feasibility of the plan firmly established
by studies conducted by the Atomic
Energy Commission, Hanford supporters
went to work to win the approval of
Congress.

Most of us remember the many rollcall
votes on the Hanford issue here in the
House, as the Senate continued to sup-
port the project and the House failed, by
small margins, to vote the necessary au~
thorization. The tug-of-war continued
during the long, hot summer of 1962 and
it was not until September of that year
that the House approved legislation per-
mitting AEC to enter into the proposed
contract with Washington Public Power
Supply System. The legislation stipu-
lated that 50 percent of the project’s
output should ke offered for sale to pri-
vate utilities and 50 percent to public
agencies. Although some of the private
utilities, nationwide, fought the author-
ization of Hanford while it was in Con-
gress, it is gratifying to know thet the
utilities of the Northwest have joined
the effort by agreeing to purchase 2 poi-
tion of the power output. Not all of the
private utilities seem to believe that
public power is poisonous, at least not
after it has been purified by being inter-
mingled with the private variety which
they themselves produce.

It took a great deal of courage for a
group of 16 public utility districts,
some of them quite small and serving
sparsely populated areas, to undertake a
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postponed until conditions had been sta-
bilized. Chairman Rivers, however, felt
that the visit was most essential if the
full committee was to discharge its con-
stitutional responsibilities properly, and
arrangements were finally worked out so
that the subcommittee concentrated its
attention entirely on military activities
in the fleld and completely avoided both
Saigon and Da Nang.

During the course of our -4 days in
South Vietnam we traveled partly by
plane but mostly by armed helicopter.
We visited all four major Vietnamese
Army Corps areas, two special forces
camps, three separate American Army
divisions in the field, including one that
was then engaged in jungle combat op-
eration, inspected a major portion of the
area being held by Marine Corps forces,
inspected the brilliant South Korean
combat division now fighting in Vietnam,
spent a night on board the carrier Enter-
prise, inspected the huge American sup-
ply base at Cam Ranh Bay, visited six
major tactical airflelds, including the
field at Tan Son Nhut the day after the
recent Vietcong mortar attack, accom-
panied the Navy and the Coast Guard
on a demonstration of river patrol tacties,
spent one night with American troops
in the field while artillery shells whizzed
overhead, and visited a major field hos-
pital.

During this period we also conferred
with two Vietnamese corps commanders,
and ohe Province chief, with the as-
sistant commander of the Republic of
Korea’s crack Capital Division, with
three American division commanders in
field command posts, with the general in
command of our military supply opera-
tions at Cam Ranh Bay, with the deputy
commander of all our air operations in
Vietnam, and with the admiral in charge
of our Navy carrier operations. We also
conferred in the field with Lieutenant
General Walt, commander of the Marine
Amphibious Force, and visited several
Vietnamese hamlets in company with
him. General Westmoreland came from
Saigon to the Bien Hoa Air Base to con-
fer with us for more than 2 hours. On
the way out to Vietnam we met for 2
hours in Honolulu with U.S. Pacific Com-
mander, Adm. U, 8. Grant Sharp and
his full staff.

In Thailand we met with Gen. Joseph
Stillwell, commander of ‘the Military
Assistance Command, Thailand, and with
the U.S. Ambassador to Thailand, Mr.
Graham Martin, the U.S. Ambassador
to Laos, Mr. Richard Sullivan, and the
U.S. Ambassador to the Philippines, Mr.
William Blair. In Japan on the way back
we also met for an hour with Ambassador
Edwin O. Reischauer, Besides these in-
dividuals the subcommittee talked with
a large number of American soldiers,
sailors, and airmen of all ranks, as well
as with Vietnamese military and civil-
ians, in various locations and assign-
ments.

Mr. Speaker, a good deal has been hap-
pening in recent weeks in Vietnam, and
judging from what has been said here in
the House and in the other body, these
events have caused some concern as to
our position In Vietnam. Without going
into all the details of the various matters

on which our subcommittee has been
asked to- report in detail to Chairman
Rivers and the members of the full com-

. mittee, members may find of Interest

‘some of the general observations and

conclusions which our group arrived at
as a result of our rather extensive survey
of Vietnam.

I think I speak for all the members
of our group, Mr. Speaker, in saying that
we have come back from southeast Asia
tremendously impressed with the prog-
ress of the fighting there and with the
prospects for achieving a satisfactory
solution to our problems there.

The war in Vietnam is going very well
indeed, much better in fact than most of
us realize in just reading the day-to-day
press accounts. We have been losing
sight of the forest for the trees, I am
afraid. We have had our attention
called to one specific battle after another.
But we have been missing the most es-
sential news, which is that our forces are
giving an excellent account of them-
selves, and have clearly begun to break
the back of the Vietcong aggression in
all parts of South Vietnam. The area
controlled by friendly forces has dra-
matically increased. The oil spots are
very definitely spreading. Many of the
highways and other lines of communica-
tion are now being opened up. What
is even more important, the vast under-
ground network of tunnels and hidden
sanctuaries, even ringing the capital at
Saigon, from which the Vietcong have
operated with impunity for years, is now
being successfully broken up and dis-
rupted by the aggressive, persistent, and
increasingly by more shrewd and ingeni-
ous application of American and allied
military power.

Make no mistake about it, we certainly
can win this war in Vietnam and we are
winning it. And I am convinced myself
that we will win it a whole lot sooner
than many of us now think possible.
There are, of course, enemy sanctuary
areas that have not yet been penetrated.
There may be more enemy attacks to
come. The infiltration routes from the
north have not yet been fully interdicted.
We may even nheed still more American
troops to wind up the job more quickly.
But it is now perfectly clear that our
forces have largely taken over the initia-
tive. We are building up the steady
momentum of victory. The enemy’s
elaborate military organization has been
seriously disrupted. We must certainly
make sure that ‘we press this present ad-
vantage fully and quickly through to a
successful conclusion. Let us make clear
our view that the Vietham war is not, as
some have suggested, an open-ended sit-
uation in Vietnam. We are not the
French in Vietham and the sooner we
realize that fact the better. Our posi-
tion is vastly better than theirs.

Contrary to popular impression, the
Vietcong forces are not just a ragtail
outfit of poorly armed and poorly
equipped soldiers, carrying only a rifle
and a small bag of rice. These forces
are carefully organized, very fully sup-
plied, mostly with Red Chinese and
Soviet weapons, even carrying several
changes of uniform or disguises. They
are supported by vast underground stag-
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ing and rest and rehabilitation networks.
In these tunnel structures are located
elaborate military hospitals, with top-
grade surgical instruments, and even
printing presses for turning out propa-
ganda material. But we have met this
force, Mr. Speaker. And we are today
outthinking and outguessing them,
even at their own special game of guer-
rilla, warfare.

One of the items on which Chairman
Rivers asked us to report specifically,
was the adequacy of our equipment in
Vietnham. To answer this question we
visited our major supply bases at Cam
Ranh Bay and we questioned almost
every officer or man we met on the mat-
ter of shortages. We have been hearing
a lot lately, Mr. Speaker, about possible
shortages in Vietnam. Let me say that
our committee, searching as carefully as
possible, could find no serious shortages
in Vietnam, none certainly that have
impaired our combat capabilities or
washed out combat missions. On the
contrary, our supply situation is moving
along with amazing success. A few
months ago ships were backed up for
weeks waiting to come alongside to be
unloaded in Cam Ranh Bay The day
we were there there was one pier berth
actually unoccupied at the base. As
anybody knows who has had any practi-
cal experience with warfare, you can-
not always put your hands, at every
moment in every possible location, on all
the items you might like to make use of.
Some things run out more rapidly than
others, and have to be resupplied. You
may find yourself using one kind of am-
munition more rapidly than some other.
Vietham is no exception to this rule.
Some items have occasionally been in
short supply in some locations. But
these shortages have only been tempo-
rary. The problems have been mostly
in distribution or unloading. Adjust-
ments have occasionally been made, and
schedules, shifted around but the job has
continued. What was truly amazing to
the committee was the remarkable speed
with which we have built up our supplies
to the present level so as to support a
vastly increased -troop commitment.
This has been another remarkable
American achievement, and we can be
justly proud of it.

Of course, Mr. Speaker, as we all
know, the problem we face in Vietnam
is not exclusively a military problem.
The military aggression of the Vietcong,
masterminded and directed from North
Vietnam, must broken as we are now in
the process of breaking it, with increos-
ing speed and effectiveness. But South
Vietnam will not be completely free and
secure until an orderly society can be
created there, and a start made on build-
ing a stable economy and political struc-
ture. This is the ‘“other” Vietnamese
war to which Vice President HuMpHREY
has recently referred. How did our sub-
;:ommittee find that other war progress-
ng? .

Clearly, it will take a longer time to
win this other, nonmilitary war. The
problems which face any South Viet-
namese Government are monumental,
as indeed they are in almost any other
Asian nation. 'The jobs to be done in
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ending  poverty, improving education,
wiping out disease, creating an effective
working democracy are indeed stagger-
ing in their scope. Headway is being
made in this war, too, but it will not
be completely won this weck or this year,
or nerhaps lor many a year to come.

ut it was the firm impression of our
subcommititee that there has been a ten-
deney here m America to overlook the
; ¢istinction that exists between the
miitary ouerations against the Vietcong,
s progressing so suecessiully, and the
ianger, tourher, esesntially civitian job
onat lies abiead of building, indeed, creat-
, a free society in Vietnam. Because
the problems of building this free so-
rioiy almost from scralch are so ob-
viously vast and could take so long to
silvn comulelely, we have been inclined
10 ihink that the war itself is equally
interminable, something that could pos-
5ibly ¢o on and on for years without any
That. our subcommiitee believes, is
rious and dangerous mistake to make,
e that could undermine the support
which our forees in the field deserve to
have from us back here at home.

As [ have already said, we believe we
cnn win the military war in the foresee-
¢ fulure. This will not, of course, au-
vhically solve all the remaining ques-
vinns of public order, economic prosper-
ity, acd representative democracy. But
it =5 noi correet to suggest that until all
{hose problemns have been solved the mil-
itary victory itself cannot be won. It
the American people can understand
ihat the military war, in which we are
psrnarily involved, is being won and that
our fizhting men need not be bogged
down indefinitely in Vietnam until the
1wl cconomic and political problem has
yeen solved. then I believe they will be
fur more willing to give our commitment
Ihere the fullest and most enthusiastic
cunmaort.

I the military war our forces are
Laking, as I have indicated, an increasing
share of Lhe leadership and responsi-
nility, with the results we have already
noled and with a successiul conclusion,
the so-ealled light at the end of the
tunnel, clearly in sight. But when it
comes to Lhe other aspects of Vietnam-—
maintaining local security and order,
nuilding a successful economy, establish-
it a working democracy, then we can
and musi ook primarily to the Viet-
namese forces and people themselves to
talce over the major burden of the job.
<3 conrse we will have to continue to help
Licm in this. Bub we should also be abie
{o look toward other agencics, the
United Nations perhaps and other Asian
reuntries, Japan, for inslance, that has
haid such dramatic economic suceess,
viving Souath Vielnam substantial help
and assislance.

1 do nol, think we need to be too dis-
turbed at the prospect that it could take
wwwne time before all of these security and
ceonomic and political problems are
solved in Vietnam. After all, even here
in America we have not entirely sclved
our problems of poverty and general edu~
cation. And there arc still American
cisies in which one cannot feel completely
safe and secure walking down the street
al night.

s,

At the present time American forces
ir. Vietnam are engaged chiefly in search-
and-destroy missions against the Viet-
cong. We sweep through an area and
rout out all the Vietcong perscnnel and
installations we can find. But because of
limits in the total personnel aveilable, we
cannoct remain indefinitely in all these
areas—not just searching and cestroying
but also clearing and holding, as it is
called. ‘I’hus when our forces tnally do
pull out, we can expect that the Vietcong
meay move back into the searched area
and constitute a renewed threat. Does
this measn then that we face an im-
possibly revolving chireat which can only
be fully countered when there arc enough
forces available to us to sit indefinitely in
all key arcas in South Vietnam? We do
not believe this is the case. Comiat com-
manders reparted o us that onue an area
has been subjected to a thoroush search-
and-destroy operation, everi though
friendly forces might later muve out of

he avea. the nature of Vietcory activity

thereafter does not revert to the same
level as before the initial search-and-
destroy activities were undertaliken. And
the extent of Vietcong aggression can he
further reduced by m:zintaining system-
atic patrolling in these areas.

This would suggest thereforc that once
the Vietcong aggression has been crushed,
il will be possible to snift the burden of
local security, of holding the nreas that
have been once clearcd of Vietcong, to
the Vietnamese forces themselves. Even-
tually this shift could also mean a sub-
stantial shift in the character «f our own
military commitment in Vietnam, as we
move from purely military opcrations to
the longer jobs of “pacification” or “rural
reconstruction” or ‘revoluticnary de-
velopment.” In that connecticn we were
most impressed with the job ihe South
Korean Capital Division has teen doing
in this regard. They have dotie a mag-
nificent fighting job. They are also doing
a magniticent job of aiding and assisting
the civilians in the area of their respon-
sibility.

Mr. Speaker, much aas been said in re-
cent weeks about the impact of the recent
Buddhist riots in Vieinam o our cur-
rent military commitment. A .umber of
individuals, many of them vcry distin-
guished, have been quoted as saying that
if the Vietnamese Goevernmert asks us
to get ou of Vietnam then woe ought to
cet out.

In my judgment, we make a serious
mistake in talking about gett.ng out of
Vietnam., in the light of what necessarily
riust be at best, very hypothotical cir-
cumstances. Talk of getting out 1is
bound to have a defeatist effect, not only
con our forees in the ficld but @#iso on the
reople here at home. It is especially
disturbing to hear it suggestsd at the
very time when our military operations
are progressing so successtully.

Mr. Speaker, I want to conclude by
saying how much all of us were im-
pressed by General Westmoreland. He
is an outstanding officer and we are ex-
tremely fortunate to have him on the
job in Vietnam. The high morale of all
American troops in his command, the
highest perhaps in our military history,
is a great tribute to his leadership and
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personal dedication to the compiex task
our country faces there. One occasional-
ly hears disparaging remarks apout the
nature of the “military mind.” Let me
say that if General Westmoreland is any
example, let’s just hope we have a lot
more military minds. ¥ere is a man
with a firm, clear grasp not just of mili-
tary matters, but the whole tangled web
of interrelated cultural, econoraic, and
political factors involved in South Viet-
nam. .

I also want to add a speecial word of
commendation for General Wa!t of the
Marine Corps. He is a vigorous, Inspir-
ing field commander, with the utmost
devotion of his troops. His interest in
the Vietnamese people is the kind of
leadership we need.

After speaking with General West-
moreland and General Walt, cur com-
mittee came back home with iho feel-
ing that perhaps we have been rogarding
Vietham too much as a problein and too
little as a great opportunity. Here, afier
all, is a most challenging task, to help a
country get on its feet and grow into a
prosperous and self-determined democ-
racy. to solve the complex problems that
attend the emergence of any now nation,
and to use our power and our influence
to give freedom one meore genuine foot-
hold in the Asian hemisphere.  This,
after all, is what we in America have al-
ways tried to do down through cur his-
tory, to use our resources and criergy not
merely to enjoy freedom for ourseclves
here at home but to help others enjoy
the same benefits and privileges we enjoy
in other corners of a rapidly shrinking
world.

Secn in this light, Vietnam is some-
thing that can well call forth the very
best in our Nation and in our peonle,
and present a challenge to which we
can rise to prove that Amerienn ideals
and objectives are still more vigorous,
more stable, more productive. and more
fundamentally rewarding than thonse
espoused by any other form of govern-
ment 'in the whole world.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr.
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STRATTON. Iam very happy to
yield to my distinguished colleazue from
Michigan, a very valuable member of our
subcommittee.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman. I would iike to say
at the outset that I have listened with
great interest to what the puentleman
from New York has had to sav. I feel
he has made a very thorough renort of
our activities during the Easler recoss.
I would particularly like to commend hiin
for the manner in which he discharzed
his duties as chairman of our subcom-
naittee. I was proud to be with him on
this mission at all times. I would also
say not only to the chairman of our sub-
committee hut with respect to the other
members as well that our business wuas
carried on with objectivity and with ab-
solutely no political considerations from
the time we left until we returned. As
far as this war is concerned, this was not
a Republican and Democratic committee
out there. This was a red, white, and
blue committee visiting our troops in the
field.

Speakor,

Approved For Release 2005/06/29 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000400060002-0



April 271966  Approved EonRelerss@R0AN0FASCCH-RDPRFBEE446R000400060002-0

There are a few things the gentleman
from New York made reference to that
T would like to underscore. What he has
said about the talk we occasionally hear
about ‘‘getting out” is what I have ref-
erence to. I subscribe wholeheartedly to
the gentleman’s statement. I would say
this in addition thereto: While we were
in Thailand we talked with our military
people there. We were told the sit-
uation is growing worse in that country.
I am satisfied that we are going to have
to face the threat of Communist aggres-
sion if not where we are grappling with
it now successfully, then later in Thai-
land. We are told incidents are increas-
ing and terrorist activity is being stepped
up in the northeast sector. This is no
secret. Those who are bent on expand-
ing communism in this area are going to
be continuing their efforts there. This
is no time for us to back down and get
out. This is a time for us to see this job
through.

I, too, was impressed with the morale
of our troops. Everywhere we went we
talked with our people, and in spite of
the heat and all kinds of difficulties and
the hardships that our boys were endur-
ing, I felt the morale was high. I was
proud of them and every Member of this
body and all Americans should be proud
of our servicemen who are doing this job
and doing it without complaint. It was
my privilege to visit Vietnam last year.
There has been a tremendous change in
this 10-month period. A big buildup has
taken place.

Mr. Speaker, it is obvious that we are
digging in and that we intend to stay, as
the President has said we intend to stay.

I was impressed with what we observed
there in connection with the pacification
program.

We visited a village with General Walt
when sick call was being held in one of
the little huts. We saw a line of Viet-
namese people walting to be treated by
a medical corpsman who was adminis-
tering to the ills of the natives of the
village.

Mr. Speaker, I was much impressed
with our efforts and feel that these pro-
grams must continue to have our atten-
tion if we are to hold this land. In other
words, we must win with the people
themselves.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to say a word
with respect to what the gentleman from
New York said about certain shortages
here and there. Yes, we. did raise this
question everywhere we went, because
our chairman of the Committee on
Armed Services, the gentleman from
South Carolina [Mr. Rivers], had di-
rected us to raise this question in all
areas we visited. I cannot speak about
the areas to which we did not go. I know
nothing of what the situation is there.
But we were not told of any serious short-
ages in the areas that we did visit.

However, General Westmoreland did
say this in explanation of this entire sit-
uation. He said:

About a year ago we had a change in policy.
We decided on this buildup.

He said that he needed more troops
desperately at that time and that he
knew supplies would be inadequate but
that he had to take the risk. He fur-

ther said that they had a lot of ships
that were backed up in the harbor. He
told us that they had to pay demurrage
in order to have these floating ware-
houses which could be utilized if neces-
sary.

So, he described it thusly. He said
“for the past year I have been in the
business of distributing shortages.” But
in fairness, I must say that no one at
any of the places we visited told us of
serious shortages at those specific loca-
tions.

There is one other matter I would like
to call to the attention of my colleagues.

After the base at Tan Son Nhut was
shelled by mortar fire at 1 o’clock in the
morning, we stopped by that same after-
noon to inspect the damage.

There were some four planes destroyed.
I believe 29 were damaged. Seven of
our boys were killed. There were other
injuries there too. The oil dump at Tan
Son Nhut was a roaring inferno. Flames
were blazing as high as this building.

In addition, two of the Blue Eagle
planes that were based at Tan Son Nhut
had also been hit. As we stopped by our
Blue Fagle planes I recognized Lieu-
tenant Commander Henderson who Is
commanding officer of one of the crews
and he invited me to fly a mission with
them that evening. )

These Blue Eagle planes are the air-
borne television platforms that we have
in Vietnam at this time. After I came
back from my first visit to Vietham a
year ago and at the urging of some of
our very highest ranking officers in Viet-
nam, who told me they felt that the
television concept was one that would be
of great assistance to our effort there, I
made some inquiries as to the status of
this project. It was quite difficult. The
USIA did not want to tell me anything
about it. I wrote several letters. Final-
1y I had to make a speech on the floor of
this House. I had to get the assistance
of my chairman, the gentleman from
South Carolina |Mr. Riversl, before I
could get the classified information on
the television studies that had been
made. But we finally got them. We de-
termined that it was sound. I wanted to
do whatever I could to push it and so
did several of my colleagues.

When we met with Ambassador Lodge
before he went to his second assignment,
we told him of our interest in this and
our desire to help if we could. He sent
us, a cable after he had been out there
3 or 4 weeks and said that the program
had been reviewed and approved and we
were going to go ahead with it.

During the Christmas holiday I visited
the Blue Eagles at Andrews Air Force
Base where they were being fitted out.
They are Constellation planes. There is
nothing in them but electronic gear for
television and radio transmission. So
because of my longstanding interest in
this project, I was terribly disturbed to
find that one of our Blue Eagles had
taken a direct hit at Tan Son Nhut. The
starboard tail had been knocked off and
it was also hit on top of the fuselage.
Thie; other plane had 40 shrapnel holes
in it. .

The boys were there and they were
ready to fly it; and I went with them.
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We flew over Saigon for 5 hours in a
tight circle 8 miles in diameter trans-
mitting television signals to the ground
simultaneously on two channels—chan-
nel 9 for the Vietnamese and channel 11
for our American troops.

I would say that one criticism that we
heard in many places where we saw tel-
evision sets was that the movies were too
old. I do think something should be
done about this and I intend to pursue it.

But with respect to the Vietnamese lan-
guage transmission on the Blue Eagle,
I would just like to take a minute to tell
my colleagues about the content of this
program. The news program told the
people what had happened that day in
Vietham. I saw B-52’s on the television
sereen dropping bombs. I saw General
Westmoreland making a statement for
the Vietnamese people. I also saw Gen-
eral Taylor on television. On the same
program I heard some Vietnamese music.
They had a humorous show, something
like a Bob Hope show. Then they also
had a magic act that was done very well.

But I would say this about the politi-
cal difficulties we are having in Viet-
nam—if that CGovernment is unstable
it is because the people are not informed.
They do not know what is going on in
their country.

This struggle, in its final analysis, is
nothing but a struggle for the minds of
men. We in this country have the great-
est potential for reaching the minds of
men of any people anywhere in the
world.

We can help to get a message to the
Vietnamese people about this war
through this medium.

But we must do more. One of our
planes is grounded. We have only one
that is flying now and it is on a limited
schedule. So it will not be long before
I will come to my colleagues of the House
with some recommendations for more
and better equipment. If it is worth do-
ing, it is worth doing well. We should
have first-class equipment. We should
have planes that fly higher and planes
that we can base in remote areas.

As far as cost is concerned, the whole
project so far has not been more than
the cost of one B-52 raid. We have just
put up $12.3 billion on a supplemental
request. We have tried everything.
Things have not been working too well,
and that is why we are in the trouble
we are in today and why we are having
to send more troops to Vietnam.

I say that this is worth trying, and it
is my hope that we shall have the sup-
port of Members of the House in doing
so. I feel confident that my colleagues
on the subcommittee will fully realize the
value of this program and will also be
giving it a push.

There are many other things we could
comment on, but I do not want to en-
croach further upon the time of my col-
leagues.

Again, Mr. Speaker, I wish to com-
mend the chairman of our subcommittee
for the manner in which the business of
our subcommittee was conducted.

Mr, STRATTON. Mr. Speaker, I wish
to thank the gentleman for his generous
remarks and assure him I am certain
that the members of the subcommittee
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will support him in his recommendations
sith regard to the Blue Eagle Project.

I wish to yield to the distinguished
chairman of our commitiee, but I do not
viant to do so without first expressing to
i, not only on behalf of myself, but all
members of the subcommittee, our ap-
tteciation for making it possible for us
Lo see the fighting fronts in Vietnam
s ropresentatives of a distinguished and
uble committee.

[ vield to the distinpuished rentioman
from South Carolina.

Mr. RIVERS of South Carolina. Mr.
speaker, I wish to congratulate the gen-
ftleman from New York and thank him
and his subcommittee for taking time
Irom their justified rcecess at Faster, at
rreat sacrifice of time and energy, to
make this trip. I have listened to most
ol what the gentleman had to say this
afternoon. I was interrupted for a
couple of telephone calls. But his re-
port is fascinating, and T am sure it will
roceive wide approval. 1 look forward to
the full report, which the pgentleman
will render to the full committee.

The chairman, the gentleman from
New York [IMr. Strarton], and each
member of his committee deserve the
Lhanks of the House and of our commit-
ilea and the country for the fine effort
they have made and the very compelling
and requiring schedule that they have
had to fulfill. I look forward to this
raport. But at this time I wish to con-
sratulate him on an cxeellent report,
and also to congratulate each member
of his subcommittee., I have been re-
warded by taking time to be present
ity afternoon, and I wish to thank you
for what wvou have said and what you
have done.

‘I'o each of you I say you1 have made a
sreal. contribution to yvour countrv and
yo deserve the thanks of this Congress
and Lhe Nation.

Me, 50 RATTON, T wizh to thank the
distinguished chairman once amain for
fis very senerous remaris,

Mr., LEGGETT. Mr. Sneaker, will the
o ontieman vield?

Mr. STRATTON. I am hapny to yield
to the genileman from California, a dis-
tinvuished member of the subcommitiee.

My, TIGGETT. Mr. Speaker, I wish
s fake this time to commend the gentle-
wian from New York on the very schol-
arly manner in which he has presented,
T belicve, most of the thoughts which
Lthe committee has synthesized of our
views on Houth Vietnam.

tiome of these views we have ex-
chanued in aireraft and on the sea, and
sooon, dnt by and larpe we have kept
prebty well fiogether.

i'he message we bring back to the peo-
pie ol the United States is that we have
n different kind of show going on in
Bonth Vietnham today than we had a year
s, A vear ago we had some 20,000
troops thait were supnorting. Now we
hinve a guarter of a million troops, and
w are siill supporting them. We are
supporting the people of South Vietnam
it pheir efforts to keep free and to have
their own. self-determined program in
that area.

i Liad much serious trepidation when
I went to South Vietham, representing
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the great, liberal area of California. I
suspected many times that perhaps there
was much more sympathy in the south
with some of the socialistic programs
than actually was the case. We have
determined by our sn-the-spot investi-
gation that there is a strong feeling
among the peoble of Vietnam that they
do not want occidentalism, they do not
want communism-—they do want to get
rid of their poverty, but they want to do
it theic way.

Thas s the message thal we got in
Thailand. We learned there from Gen-
eral Stilwell that they are muking a very
impressive effort in that area to resolve
their problems. They are upgrading
their economy. We know that some of
our eiforts now in the military sphere are
going to have a trermendous Inllout, such
as the roads and railways we are putting
in there, which are roing to draw Thai-
land together and bring the back country
to a point where they can rnjoy their
government services.

It is important that we innk at the
whole area as a vital cog in the develop-
ment of southeast Asia. If we keep our
commitment with Thailand, we are not
going to have the problenis that we
currently have in Snuth Vietnam. The
comments and conclusions v-ith respect
to the nonopenhandedness of the South
Vietnamese cncounter is important for
the American people, because there is a
$700 million gross national product
economy ruerging with a $1 hillion gross
national product economy. Of course,
not to have inflation is imvossible in
either economy.

But to say that we are going to fight
for 20 years in this encou:iter is not
realistic. We still have the greatest mil-
itary and psychelezieal warfare ma-
chine. We have the greatest army in
history. I do not think it will take us
o years, or 10 years, but probably we
cannot resolve it n 1 y:ar, either.
We are going to resolve it. ©ur Ameri-
can people must know that.

Our lighting men on thr front apse
going to take cognizonce of that. Their
morale is excellent. They khow who is
with them, and who is against them,

At one time perhaps the Vietcong
could b farmers by day and soldiers by
night, but with the big U.t. presence
occcupying most of the ricclands and
most of the flat areas in the Mekong,
and all up and down the coast, the Viet-
cong have had to determine whether
theyv will be farmers or fighters,

I know we were all pleased to find that
many of them were determining of late,
about 100 percent, to be farmers. These
are whxt we call the ralliers.

Up in the 2d Corps area, 3.000 came
over to the Government in ju:t 3 months
of this year. So we ave matis excellent
progress in that ares.

At this point I will include in the
REcorp a nonclassified statcment pre-
pared by Lt. Col. Richard E. Shade
which sets forth in detail our itinerary
over South Vietnam:

MONDAY, APRL 11, 1904

Bangkok to Pleiku, 0520 to 09:5 (all times
'neal), VC-54. Met by Maj. Gen. W. O. Kin-~
nard, commanding general, 1st Cavalry Divi-
sion (Airmobile), in kehalf of Ambassador

PN
y A

Lodge and General Westmorelan 1. Wenlt by
vehicle to 2d Corps Headquartcrs (ARVN).
Called on Maj. Gen. Vinh Loc, commanding
general, 2d Corps Tactical Zoue. Briefed by
corps advisers, G-2 Lt. Col. Howard R. Ross;
G-3 Maj. Arthur J. Wehr, Jr.; G-5 Maj. James
R. Bukoski. Colonel Timothy, senior adviser,
was absent and was represented by Lt. Col.
Robert K. Loomis.

Pleiku to Plei Me, 1055 to 1135; UML-1
(Helo). Accompanied by Maj. Hugh B. Rar-
rison, 2d Corps advisery team protocol, and
Lt. Col. William A. Patch, special forces “C"
detachment senior adviser in 2d Corps. Met
and briefed in bunker in the camp by Capt.
William H. Willoughby, Jr.

Plei Me to An Khe, 1155 to 1235; UH-1.
Landed at base camp of 1st Cavalry Division
(Airmobile). Luncheon at commuonding gon -
eral’s mess with commanding general, and
stail. Briefing—introduction by Major Gen-
eral Kinnard; G-2 Maj. Ephrim Martin; -3
Maj. Zachary Whaley; G-5 Lt. <ol. Monroe

Kirkpatrick. Viewed captured equipment
prior to briefing. Met constituents after
briefing.

An Khe to Canh Van, 1520 to 1540; TUH-1.
Landed at headquarters, Republic of Korea,
Capital Division. Met by Col. Gilbert C.
Russt, line officer. Met with ADC, Brig. Gen.
Lee Nam Jou. Short honors ceremony ex-
tended followed by call on ADC. Briefed on
division history and operations in Vietnam
by Lt. Col. Suk Ryurg. Quick t:ur of cap-
tured equipment.

Canh Van to Qui Nhon, 1645 {0 1655; UH-1,
Bourded Navy C1A (COD).

Gui Nhon 1o U.8.8. Entferprisc, 1700 to 1850,
Ship was on “Yankee’ station in South China
Sea (overflew cruiser firing). Met by Rear
Adm. T. J. Walker, commander, arrier Divie
sion 3; Capt. R. W. Rynd, Chief of Staff; Capt.
J. L. Shipman, commander, Air Wing 9; Capt.
J. L. Holloway III, commanding ofiicer. USS
Enterprise; Capt. F. S. Petersen, exccutive of-
licer, Enterprise. Supper in the admiral's
mess. Brieling by Admiral Walker on Car-
rier Division 3 operations. Briefing by Cap-
tain Holloway on Enterprise. Tour of nu-
clenr reactor. Remained overniglii,.

TUESDAY, APRIL 12, 196G

Further tour of ship.

1r.8.8. Enterprise to Chu Lai, 0920 to 10630,
Cl1A. Met ot Chu Ini by L. Gen. Lewis W.
Walt, commanding general, ITIVMAF; Maj.
Gen. Lewis G. Fields. commanding genearal,
Ist Marine Division; Maj. Gen. K:ith B. Mc-
Cutcheon, commanding general, Ist MAW.
Party helo lifted to hill 69, met »nd bricfed
by Lt. Col. Paul X. Kelley, commu:nding offi-
cer, 2d Battalion, 4th Marines, and Maj.
Trmest L. DeFozio, battalion exerutive offi-
cer. Observed and fired-weapons, Chop-
pered to Vienh An Mo, 2 village civie action
project of 1st Battilion, Tth Murines. Col.
Loucy N. Dasey, director civil allairs office,
and Maj. J. S. Ready, his as ant, met,
briefed, and conduected tour of vill:ge. Party
ihen went to Logistical Support Uit and had
lunch with constitutents. 'Then briefed at
MAG 12 by commanding officer, Ool Leslic E.
Brown.

Chu Lai to Cam Ranh Bay, 1410 to 1510,
VC123. Met and given unscheduled briefing
by commanding officer, 12th TFW, Col. Levi
R. Chase. Proceeded by UH--1's to Cam Tanh
Bay logzistical area. Briefed by Brig. Gen.
Arthur L. Friedman. HMelo tour of entire
logistical arca and adjacent Army and Air
Force facilities.

Cam Ranh Bay to Can Tho, 1730 to 1920,
VCi23. Met by Col. George A. Barten, SA, 4th
Corps.  Had extremely informal dizcussions
and remained overnight,

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 13, 1966

Attended daily staff briefing. Met with Lt.
Gen. Dang Van Quang, commanding gener:il,
4th Corps tactical zone. Then briefed by
corps advisory staff: G-2 Lt Col. John W.
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Goldsmith; G-3 Lt. Col. Alired G. Hill, G-6
1.t. Col. John V. Swango.

Can Tho to Vung Tau, 0940 to 1015 VC123.
Met by Capt. J. T. Shepherd, A.C. of 8. for
oper., COMNAVV and Lt. Cdr. Donald G. Mc-
Millan, senior adviser, 3d coastal region.
Went by vehicle to CSC on hiil above Vung
Tau and briefed. Traveled by vehicle to Cat
To. Briefed and luncheon. Then boarded
river patrol craft and observed firing demon-
stration.

~Vung Tau to Binh Ba, 1310 to 1325, UH-1.
Tanded at advance field CP of lst infantry
division. Met by Maj. Gen. Wwilllam E. Depuy,
commanding general, and priefed by General
Depuy on the current division operation.

Binh Ba to Jungle Position, 1350 to 1410.
Overflew the area where an infantry company
had been hit hard 2 days before accompanied
by Brig. Gen. James #, Hollingsworth, ADC.
Tanded in area of 3d Bde. in jungle. Met
and briefed by Col. Wwilllam D, Brodbeck,
commanding officer, 3d Bde.; Lt. Col. Lee 8.
Henry, commanding officer, 1/16 Infantry
and Lt. Col. Howard L. Sargent, Eng.

Jungle Position to Phouc Vinh, 1450 to 1635.
Landed at Phouc Vinh, 1st Bde., 1st Infantry
Division, for Tuel but since division had failed
to notify that Codel was not to stop there,
members went to CP location to visit con-
stituents, accompanied by Brig. Gen. Charles
M. Mount, Jr., ADC, and Col. Edgar N. Glotz-
pach, commanding officer, 1st Bde., 1st In-
fantry Division.

Phoue Vinh to Tan Son Nhut, 1610 to 1700.
By UH-1 party overflew Phu Loi (1st Infantry
Division, Artillery) and Di An (1st Infantry
Division command post) and landed at Tan
Son Nhut (Salgon). Met by Col. George
Budway, airbase commander and was briefed
and visited the airbase for a survey of the
damage inflicted by the indirect fire attack
on the base at 130030 April.

Tan Son Nhut to Cu Chi, 1805 to 1825,
UHl. Landed at division command post of
o5th Infantry Division and was met by Maj.
Gen. F. C. Weyand, commanding general,
and members of his stafl. Party split into
small groups and remained overnight with
battalion elements of the 25th Division.

THURSDAY, APRIL 14, 1986

Party visited in battallon area and was
then briefed by General Weyand at 0900
hours.

Cu Chi to Tay Ninh, 0945 to 1035, UH-1,
Party had chance meeting with Col. William
McKean, commanding officer, 5th Special
Forces, at Tay Ninh Alrport, and then went
to “B” Detachment where briefing was In-
troduced by Maj. Leonard Ochs, commanding-
officer; S—2 Capt. Heward Holmes; S-3 Capt.
Nickolas Gilbert; CA/Psy. Ops., Capt. W. A,
Rice. (Tay Ninh just south of war zone
«” which the party was very interested in.)

Tay Ninh to Blen Hoa, 1110 to 11568, UH-1.
Party landed at Blen Hoa Airbase and was
met by Maj. Gen. Gilbert I.. Meyers, U.8. Alr
Force, deputy commander, 7th Air Force, and
Col, Robert A. Ackerly, 3d TFW Commander,
Col. Wiltz P. Segura, 3d TFW X0O. Went to
refresh. Was jolned by General Westmore~
land, COMUSMACYV, and had lunch at of-
ficers’ mess with COMUSMACV. Had long
discussion with General Westmoreland after
lunch.

Bien Hoa to 93dr Evacuation Hospital, 1510
to 1520. Met by Lt. Col. Thomas Kelly, hos-
pital commanding officer. Given short brief-
ing and met consgtituent patlents.

93d Evacuation Hospital to Bien Hoa Alr-
base, 1610 to 1620, UH-1. Returned to air-
base and met by commanding officer and
staff. Went on short tour of base.

Bicn Hoa to Bangkok, 1700 to 2015, VC-
193. Party departed RVN for Thalland,

No. 70—-21

Mr. Speaker, this indicates that we
contacted a considerable number of
bases and people of all of the units of
the service. Certainly the graphic por-
tion should not, but the written portion
should go into the RECORD to show where
we went and what we did in Vietnam.

1 would like to comment just a word on
our pacification program. In a measure,
this is a misnomer. This indicates that
we go into areas which allegedly are
friendly, to pacify them and make them
our friends.

I believe the bulk of the people are our
friends.

We found that many of the people who
have been under Vietcong control want
to support the Government. They want
protection, but they need & little more
know-how-—how to develop politically,
how to develop economically, how to get
Government services, how to provide de-
fense, and so on.

This is what we mean by pacification.

- In the Mekong area, the 4th Corps
area, where the South Vietnamese were
doing the job themselves, with 160,000
ARVN troops, and only 5,000 Americans,
we pacified last year more than 600 vil-
lages.
than 600.

As the gentleman indicated in his re-

port, those areas tend to stay pacified.

That is good. .

I personally talked with Chaplain Riley
in the 4th Corps area. He pointed out
that he had a tremendous local pacifica-
tion program. He worked with the Viet-
namese, teaching English to the young
Vietnamese people and other things. I
contributed to his nonprofit organiza-
tion, which he had going there as & U.s.
Army venture separate and distinct from
the AID undertaking. '

At this time I should like to include in
the Rrcorp an analysis of this pacifica-
tion program and this separate program
going on in the 4th Corps area.

OPERATION EDUCATION FOUNDATION,
Care OF G-5, ADVISOR SECTION,
HEADQUARTERS, 4TH CORPS, AD-
visorRY TeaM 96,

APO San Francisco, January 30, 1966.
Subject: Operation Education Foundation.
To: All servicemen

1. This foundation 1s a nondenomina-
tional, charitable, nonproflt organization that
ig dedicated to assisting the children of Viet-
nam to obtaln an education. The idea of
the foundation was formulated by Chaplaln
Riley, our 4th Corps chaplain with the help
and advice of the senlor adviser and deputy
senior adviser.

2. A constitution outlining the purpose of
the foundation and the operational guide-
lines was drawn up and approved by the
MACYV Judge Advocate General's office. The
primary objectives of the foundation, within
financial and material resources available,
are:

(a) Provide tultion and other asslstance as
required to deserving children in order that
they may have an opportunity to recetve an
education.

(b) Supply textbooks and educatlonal ma-
terials.

(¢) Augmentation of teachers salaries.

(d) Encourage and asslst in the construc-
tlon of new schools, additional classrooms,
and educational facilities.

Our target for this year is more:
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3. Many of the above requirements are met
by the various military and clvilian agencies
now operating in the Republic of Vietnam
and by the Vietnamese Government itself.
However, many of the children do not have
even the basic items of clothing necessary
to go to school, and in many instances can
not pay the very small fee required for tui-
tion. Others are in areas where teachers
and school facllities are not available. It is
these groups that the Foundation will assist
primarily.

4. For approximately $5 per month we can
pay the tuition and other necessary expenses
of keeping a small child in school. As our
foundation funds increase (hopefully), we
will attempt to assist in furthering the edu-
cation of young adults.

5. Through the efférts of Mr. Jim Lucas
and the attached copy of the article from the
TFort Worth Press, Fort Worth, Tex., the foun-
dation has recelved approximately $400
from people in Texas, Louisiana, and Ar-
kansas. Other contributions have come from
members of the 4th Corps staff sections and
several of the sector advisory teams. Most
of the contributions have been in $2, 85, or
$10 donations.

6. Any amount you can give will be ap-
preciated and will help to assure some small
Vietnamese child of a better life both for
the present and the future. Cash, checks,
money orders, or plasters are acceptable.
Checks should be made payable to Operation
Education Foundation.

7. At the present rewriting of this letter,
March 24, 1966, Operation Education Foun-
dation has received approximately $2,200
through contributions from Georgia, Florida,
Virginia, and members of our advisory teams
here in Vietnam. We are agreeing to open
10 new schools in Vinh Binh Province in
which 600 children will receive an education
for a perlod of 21 months. The total cost will
be $4,600 for teacher training and salaries,
and student school kits. U.S. Agency for In-
ternational Development has provided the
new classrooms. Province board of education
will provide upkeep, utilities, and exercise
supervision, and operational control. The
total cost for 600 students for 21 months is
$7.40 per child,

8. Contributions may be made at the pay
table or to any of the below listed officers or
advisers to yhe foundation:

Chaplain Office: Chgplains Riley or Camp~
bell.

G-5 office: ILieutenant Colonel Swango,
chairman, board of governors.

signal section: Sergeant Major Montague,
vice chalrman.

G-3 offite:
treasurer.

G-1 office: Sergeant First Class Lovell,
secretary.

Master Sergeant Robinson,

JoHN V. SWANGO,
Licutenant Colonel, Infantry,
Chairman, Board of Governors.

I also should like to say a few words
as to a few conclusions I have made, and
comment on some of the things Gen-
eral Westmoreland told us. I was much
impressed with this soldier, as were all
of the members of our committee.
Frankly, I found him to be as much a
“dove” as he was a “hawk.” He well
understood the limitations of his mili-
tary machine. He understood the im-
portance of developing political integ-
rity within the South Vietnamese people.
And I was impressed by his nine rules,
which he had prescribed for all of his
military personnel, and the fact that he
was consolidating his military personnel
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outside Saigon and oufside the maior
establishments.

“Whe rules go like this:

e vietnamese have paid a heavy price
in suifering for their long fight against the
Comraunists.  We military men are in Viet-
aam :ow  because their Government has
dwiked us to help its soldiers and people in
winning their struggle. The Vietcong will
shlaomopl o turn the Vietnamese people
agninst you.  You can defeal. them at every
Lurn by the strength, understanding, and
generosity you display with the people.

This little dialog is carried by every
member of our Armed Forces in South
Vietnam:

1. tirmember we nre guests here: We
fiake no demands and secek no specisl treat-
ment.

2. JJoin with  the people.  Understand

their lite, use phrases from their language,
and honor their customs and laws.

3. Treat women with politeness and re-
apect.
‘4. Make personal friends among the sol-

diers and common people.

5. Always give the Vietnamese the right-
ol-way.

6. Be alert to security and ready to react
with your military skill.

7. Don't attract attention by loud, rude,
ut unusnual behavior.

3. Avoid separating yourself from the
people by a display of wealth or privilege.

9. Above all else, you are members of the
U.S. military forces on a difficult mission,
responsible for all your official angd personal
actions.  Reflect honor upon yourself and
the Uniied States of America.

I wn satisfied that some people go
Communist by a swift. coup and learn
somehow to live with the system. I also
have come to appreciate that in South
Vietnam nothing has happened quickly.
While the Vietcong use a carrot from
time to time, they have the great bulk of
the population terrorized in South Viet-
nam due to the length of the encounter.
The fighting Vietcong are highly moti-
vated, great soldiers but their fanaticism
ab almost all levels has made them much
like animals. Whether peace can ever be
negotiated with them I think is ques-
tionable—T personally believe it cerbainly
is as important to negotiate with the
Vietcong as it is to Hanoi—both are
equally aggressive and important,.

E am satisfied that the war effort in
South Vietham will be larger before it
wets smaller; that it is always possible
with highly emotional people that a
minority element might gain control of
the Government by clection and ask the
United States to leave. T do not think
this will happen; that the United States
is making steady progress on all fronts,
that people are respecting our intentions
more every day; that at the current at-
lrition and interdiction rate the Vietcong
aund Nervth Vietnamese eannot eontinue
their effort. The end I do not think will
come irc 1 year but it will not be 5 years
vither.

T am glad to see our efforts at all levels
with the people of Thailand. Bangkok
s a thriving eity; rural development is
underway. The war of aggression will be
won I think in Thailand before it really
starts—by the Thai people themselves.

I am satisfied that we are carrying on
« highly sensitive war that could be car-
ried on. by a highly nimble and sensitive,
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compassionate military establishment,.
The great bulk of the people of south-
east Asia strongly support us, virtually
unanimously in many quarters.

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman
for allowing me to participate in this
diccussion. I believe we have a message
we can more precisely urticulate in a
formal report. I hope wo ean give wide-
spread volee Lo our views

Mr. STRATTON. T thank the gentle-
man from California for an elogquent
contribution. He certainnly was one of
the hardest working an:d most tireless
researchers of the group. I believe that
hau been retlected by his remarks,

Mr. Speaker, 1 ask unanimous consent
thai the documents refeived to by the
gentleman from: Califorria may be in-
cluded in the Rerorp at iihe appropriate
nlaces,

The SPEAKER pro tem pore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentleman
from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr.
the gentleman yield?

Mr. STRATTON, I vield to the dis-
tingruished former Governor of Vermont,
a very distinguished member of our com-
mittee.

Mr STAFFORID.
man.

Mr. Speaker, I should like to be asso-
ciated with the very full report which the
distinguished chairman of our subcom-
initiee, the gentleman from New York
IMy. Strarton], has made to the House
this afternoon.

I congur with substaniially all that
the chalrman has told the House. 1
think it has been a very good report. In
view of the limited amount of time that
is left on this special order, I will not
attempt to elaborate as to my own views
It was a pleasure to be on this subcom-
mittee and to have this cpportunity to
sce firsthand the development of our mil-
itary assistance effort in Vietnam in the
company of the other distinguished and
very pleasant members of the committee.
I think no little bit was coniributed to the
success of our visit to Vietnam by the
presence of our escorting officer, Colonel
Purgett, who made sure that we got
where we wanted to go, and also to the
presence of General Grash of the Marine
Corps assigned to us as an observer from
the Office of the Secretary of Defense.

Lel me say that we did find the airport
construction and seaport construction
was going along in very good shape and
supplies were getting throush as needed.
Ther2 were no significant shortages, as
my colleagues indicated, thiat we found.
Morale seemed to be very pood. It was
my personal impression the limitation of
the tour of duty fo 1 year in Vietnam
was an importani, factor in the high
morale.

We did note at the airporis the con-
struction of the steel revetments loaded
with earth was a substantial limiting fac-
tor in the damage inflicted on airfields
and on aireraft by night mortar attacks.
This program of revetment construction
seemed to be poing along pretty well.

Cooperation between the nuthorities of
the Republic of Vietnam’s army and our
own authorities appeared o be good.

Speaker, will

I thank the gentle-

April. 27, 1005

As my colleagues indicat:d, ths war in
Vietnam from a military standpoint is
going well. We have the initiative. A5
the distinguished gentleman from Cali-
fornia indicated, though. Americans
should not think of this war as purely
a military effort, because we are truly
making a major effort,

Once the Vieteong have been driven
out of a village in the arca we are mak -
ing an effort toward the peaceful rede-
velopment of that village. We are giv-
ing the inhabitants medical care and get-
ting schools working again and providing
better sanitation practices and restoring
local government to them. This is no'
just a military cffort. A major effort is
being made to redevelop a peacefiil econ-
omy and local self-government of the
Vietnamese people.

Further I can say that from the ob-
servations I made of the Vietnamese in
many of their villages and in one or two
of their cities, I am genuinely of the im-
pression that they much prefer tie pres-
ence of the American troops and the an-
thority of the Republic of Vietnam to
that of the Vietcong. Aft~r all, we aro
bringing to them medicine and rostoring
their schools and local sclf-government
and so on. We are not taking things
away from them. As thines have Zone
downhill in the defeats of the Viet.cong,
they have been taking the rice of the
Vietnamese peasants and often alzo im-
pressing the older male children into
their armies. So, whencver there is o
free choice, T am convinced that the peo-
ple of Vietnam will prefer ihe American
and their own Government of the Ropub -
lic of Vietnam on every occasion.

The desertion rate of tho Vietcong i
increasing. That is a good sien, T thirl:

Now let me say lastly thal my own im-
pression, and I believe the rest of the sub-
committee’s, was that the fate of south-
east Asia, not just Vietham but Laos,
Cambodia, and Thailand, pretty much
depends on what happens in Vietnam.
As we take this thing through. T am opti-~
mistic that, as the chairmar: of our com-
mittee has pointed out. we can bring it
to a successful conclusion within a rea-
sonable time. Peace and independence
can be maintained for the Republic of
South Vietnam.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my chairman for
vielding this time to me.

Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank the gentleman from Vermont
for a very eloquent statement and say
that I subscribe wholeheartiedly to his
comments. It is unfortunate that the
CONGRESSIONAL REcorDp does not provide
for photographs, because I think we could
embellish this account with @ number of
pbhotographs not only those taken by the
official photographer from the command
in Thailand but also with home movies
which the gentleman from California
took and which will perhaps be available
for showing sometime to Members of the
House who might be interested in it and
a few slides that the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. CraMBERLAINT and I took
also with our color cameras.

I see the distinguished gentieman from
Washington, also a very capable and able
member of Lhe subcommittee rvisine and
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I will be very happy to yield to him for
such comments as he may care to make.

Mr., HICKS. Mr. Speaker, you will
notice that as we go down the seniority
list on this subcommittee the time for
talk grows shorter and shorter. There-
fore, I shall follow that program and
just take a moment or two.

Mr. Speaker, I want to join in the re-
marks of my distinguished colleagues and
join in the accolades which have been
given to our subcommittee chairman,
the gentleman from New York [Mr.
StraTTON], and also in his remarks
thanking the chairman of our full com-
mitee for making it possible for all of
us to go to South Vietnam.

Also, Mr. Speaker, I want fo join in
the remarks of all of my colleagues who
have preceded me.

Mr. Speaker, I believe I can subscribe
wholeheartedly to all of the remarks
which have been made by the gentle-
man. However, I want to underscore
just two matters which have been re-
ferred to by my subcommittee chairman,
one having to do with the military mind
and to take a moment or two to talk
about the demonstrations that have been
going on recently in South Vietnam.

Mr, Speaker, I think probably I am one
who was inclined to feel that the mili-
tary mind was concerned only with mat-
ters purely military. However, I was
most gratified during my time in South
Vietnam to find that our military, from
General Westmoreland right down
through the captains in the companies,
are genuinely concerned with the pacifi-
cation or civic action programs. They
realize that it would be a hollow thing
to chase the Vietcong out and then not
do anything about giving the Vietnamese
people an opportunity to improve their
way of life.

Mr. Speaker, for one to go into these
villages—and we were not in the cities,
we were in the villages—and see them
and smell them permits one to under-
stand that it has been and is a rather
hopeless situation under which they
live. Omne can well understand why it
has been such a fertile field for the Com-
munists and for the Vietcong. Our peo-
ple are not only running the Commu-
nists, the Vietcong, out of there, but they
are showing the Vietnamese people a
better way of life and are giving them
tl;e opportunity to have a better way of
life.

Mr. Speaker, that leads to the dem-
onstrations that have taken place there
recently, and that in and of itself proves
how well our military effort is now grow-
ing, because without our military effort
_being able to keep the Vietcong off, these
people would not be able to demonsirate.
What they are doing right now, as was
explained to us while we were over there,
is to use the demonstrations as their way
of political action. The Buddhists are
demonstrating in an effort to gain a
dominate position in the political hier-
archy that will be established when they
do obtain a civilian government., It was
prophesied to us that the Catholics
would soon be demonstrating for the
same purpose. Before we were back in
this country we heard on the news re-
ports that the Catholies were doing just
exactly that.
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S0, Mr. Speaker, I believe everything
is going as well in Vietnam as we can
reasonably expect. We may get to the
conference table sooner than many of us
had thought, though I doubt that it will
happen in the next few months.

I want again to say that I join in the
remarks of all of my colleagues who have
preceded me and again I thank our
chairman of the subcommittee, the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. STRATTON].

Mr. STRATTON. I thank the distin-
guished gentleman from Washington for
his contribution and thank all of the
Members who have participated in this
discussion for their contribution, and the
cooperation which they extended to me
while on the trip. -

Mr. Speaker, I believe this was truly
a bipartisan or a nonpartisan operation.
GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that all Members who took part in this,
discussion be permitted to revise and ex-
tend their remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. (Mr.
Prprir). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time,

OHIO AND THE CIVIL WAR

The .SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Prprer). Under previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
AsHBROOK] i$ recognized for 1 hour,

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, by
1860, Ohio had reached a population of
2,339,511 and the whole Union, 31,433,- ~
321. By any standard, Ohio was the out-
standing State in the Civil War as it
produced the greatest percentage of the
fighting men and a galaxy of outstand-
ing generals, Ohio’s adult population
numbered approximately 500,000 and the
total vote in the presidential election of
1860 was 442,441. Lincoln had carried
by a 231,610 to 187,232 margin so there
was room to believe that the Union cause
might not be widely supported. This
was not the case. Ohio contributed
statesmen like Salmon P, Chase, Benja-
min F. Wade, John Sherman, Edwin M.
Stanton. Its war Governors, William
Dennison, David Tod, and John Brough,
each loyally supported the Union.

Under 10 Presidential calls for troops,
Ohio furnished 310,654 soldiers, only
8,750 being raised by draft. More than
one-half of Ohio’s adult male popula-
tion tendered their lives to the Union.
The famous trio of generals, Grant,
Sherman, and Sheridan etched records
which were without equal, There was
also Custer, McPherson, the famous Mc-
Cook family which illustrated the scythe
of destruction that wrought havoc on
homes throughout the Nation, A Mec-
Cook fell each year of the war; father
and three sons, three of whom were illus-
trious generals, All in all, there were
24,591 Ohlo soldiers killed or mortally
wounided in actual combat. It is note-
worthy to point out that 13,354 died of:
disease in hospital or prison or from
exposure or cruel starvation. Medical
care was not very far advanced in that
war.

The following list of generals gives an
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indication of our contribution to the
leadership that spurred the Union cause
‘o victory:
Ox110 GENERAL OFFICERS, WITH STATE AND
DATE OF BIRTH

(The * Indicates a graduate of West Point,
the | that the officer was major general by
brevet, usually for some special gallantry on
the battlefield.)

GENERALS

*Ulysses S. Grant, born at Point Pleasant,
Ohio, April 27, 1822,

*William T, Sherman, born at Lancaster,
Ohio, February 8, 1820,

*Phillip H. Sheridan, born at Albany, N.Y.,
March 6, 1831,

MAJOR GENERALS

*Don Carlos Buell, born at Lowell, March
23, 1818,

*George Crook, Montgomery County, Sep-
tember 8, 1828.

*George A. Custer, Harrison County, De-
cember 5, 1939.

*Quincy A. Gilmore, Lorain County, Feb-
ruary 28, 1825.

James A. Garfleld, Cuyahoga County, No-
vember 19, 1831.

*James B, McPherson, Clyde, November 14,
1828. .

*Irvine McDowell, Columbus, October 15,
1818,

*Alex. McD, McCook, Columbiana County,
April 22, 1831,

*Willlam. S, Rasecrans, Delaware County,
September 6, 1819,

*David 8. Stanley, Wayne County, June 1,
1828.

Robert C. Schenck, Warren County, Octo-
ber 4, 1809.

Wagner Swayne, Columbus, November 10,
1834.

*Grodfrey Weltzel, Cinecinnati, November 1,
1835.

MAJOR GENERALS, RESIDENT IN OHIO BUT BORN
ELSEWHERE

Jacob D. Cox, born in New York, October
27, 1828.

*William B. Hazen, Vermont, September
27, 1830.

Mortimer D. Leggett, New York, April 19,
1831.

*George B. McClellan, Pennsylvania, De-
cember 3, 1826.

*O, M. Mitchell, Kentucky, August 28, 1810.

James B. Steedman, Pennsylvania, July 30,
1818.

BRIGADIER GENERALS OF OHIO BIRTH

*Willlam T, H, Brooks, born at New Lisbon,
January 28, 1821,

*William W, Burns, Coshocton, September
3, 1826,

tHenry B. Banning, Knox County, Novem-
ber 10, 1834.

*C. B. Buckingham, Zanesville, March 14,
1808,

John Beatty, Sandusky, December 16, 1828.

Joel A. Dewey, Ashtabula, September 20,
1840.
1Thomas H. Ewing, Lancaster, August 7,
1829, )

{Hugh B. Ewing, Lancaster, October 31,
1826

*James W. Forsyth, Ohlo, August 26, 1836.

T*Robert 8, Granger, Zanesville, May 24,
1818. .

t*Kenner Garrard, Cincinnati, 1830.

+*Charles Griffin, Licking County, 1827.

fRutherford B. Hayes, Delaware, October
14, 1822.

+J. Warren Keifer, Clark County, January
30, 1836.

William H. Lytle, Cincinnati, November 2,
1826,

*John 8. Mason, Steubenville, August 21,
1824,

Robert L. McCook, New Lisbon, December
28, 1827.

Daniel McCook, Carrollton, July 22, 1834.

John G. Mitehell, Piqua, November 6, 1838.
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Natl-uniel C. MeLean, Warren County, Feh-
ruary @, 1815,

imerson  Opdycke,
Jamuaary 7, 1830.

Henjamin F. Potis, Carroll County, Janu-
ary =4, 1836.

A Banders Piatt, Cincinnati, May 2, 1821.

limes 8, Robinson. Mansfield, October 11,
1828,

Videnjumin P,
Lemibor 4, 1836,

J. W. Reilly, Akron, May 21, 1828.

William Scoy Smith, Pickawny County,

July 221830,

*Jorhua 8111, Chillicothe, December 6,1831.

Jubu 2. Slough, Cincinnati, 1829.

irdinand Van De Veer, Butler County,
tohruoary 27, 1823,

e harles R. Woods, Licking County.

PW.llard Warner, Granville, September 4,
1826,

FWilliam B. Woods, Licking County.

ftharies C. Walcutt, Columbus, February
12,1838

M. 5. Wade, Cincinnati, December 2, 1802.
*ALIFR GENERALS, RESIDENT IN OHIO RUT

HORN ELSEWHERE

“Jacob Ammen, born in Virginia, Janiu-
1, 1808,
wunnel Beabty, Pennsylvania, September
16, 1820,

7“3 W Price, Virginia, 1809.

Rualph B. Buckland, Massachusetts. Jani-
ary 20, 1812,

Trumbull County,

Runkie, West Liberty, Sep-

It. 11 Carrington, Connecticut, March 2,
1824

Georgee P Este, New Hampshire April 39,
1530,

iManning . Force, Washington, D.C., De-
cemboer 17, 1824,

iJuhn W. Puller, England, July, 1827.

iCharles W, Hill, Vermont,

PAugustus V. Kauts, Germarry, January 5,
1828.

Gaoorge W. Morgan, Pennsylvania.

Willinm H. Powell, South Wales, May 10,
1825,
*1 1 Scammon, Maine, December 27, 1816
Thomas Kilby Smith, Massachusetts, 1821.
iJohn W. Sprague, New York, April 4, 182%7.

Hirastus B. Tyler, New York.
i “dohn ¢ Tibbal, Virginia,
i Atpust Willich, Prussia, 1810.

At bhe close of the war it wag only nat-
ural that Ohio should take a lead in pro-
moting the new GAR which was orga-
nized in Illinois. At one time, 753 posts
were in existence but the ravages of
time ook its toll and little by little the
GAR passed out of existence. While on.
the Ohio scene, however, it wrote a re-
markable record of public service and
dedicarion to the veterans’ cause.

The first meeting of the Department
ol Ohio GAR was held in Columbus on
January 30, 1867. An indication of their
interest was shown in g report issued at
the 3d annual encampment held in Day-
lon on January 13-14, 1869:

Il is 1 humiliating fact that Ohio is behind
many ol rhe loyal States and behind many
of her sister States of the Northwest, not her
#quals in wealth, population, and resources,
in doing timely justice to her many soldiers’
and satiors’ orphans, who have a right, to
demawnd  her guardian eare and bounty.
Their patriotie fathers Inid down their lives
A osdcritice upon the Nation’s altar, for the
irenefit. of this and future generations, leay-
ing behind them those who by nature’s ties
ihey were bound to rear and educate until
past the age of dependency, and this sacrifice
Wwis made by them under the most sacred
pledges that could be given by a loyal, pa-
iriotic people.

The neglected condition of the soldiers’
orphans in Ohio, in many cases left in ex-
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treme poverty and often found shelterless
and starving in our strects, force them to
commit deeds of wickedness that doom them
to fill our prisons and penitentiaries. For
this the people of the State are by reason of
their neglect in a high degree responsible.
Tris charge cannot be laid at the door of
any one man bul applies to the whole peo-
ple, collectively speaking. Hence the im-
portant duty of remedying this great wrong
siiwwuld be made to devolve on somebody in
order that the subject should be fully
brought to the knowledge of the people of
Uhe State in such way thet they can act in
the matter in a united manrer,

{ Ohioans did act. On August 19, 1869,
Senator John Sherman delivered a dedi-
calion speech at the new orphans’ home
at Xernia. On November 19, 1888, the
Soidiers and Sailors Honie in Sandusky
was opened.

Our own area has a wealth of Civil War
tradition. It is impossible to do more
than sketch a few items of interest re-
garding the eieht countics of the 17th
Congressional District which will serve as
a reminder of the contribution and sacri-
fice of our forefathers.

ASHLAND COUNI'Y

At the start of the Civil War, Ashland
County was the infant among our eight
counties now composing the 17th Con-
aressional Distriet. On February 24,
1843, the legislature passcd an act creat-
ing Ashland County, formed from terri-
tory of Richland, Huromn. Lorain, and
Wayne Counties. When ihe Civil War
broke out the county’s ponulation was a,
Scant 1,748. In response to President
Tincoln's first call for 75.000 troops this
small county responded with one com-
pany of Volunteers, led by Capt. John S.
I'ulion, 1st Lt. Thomas J. Kenny, and 2d
Lt. W. B. McCarty.

Most people thought ihe war would
be ever quickly and the original enlist-
ments were for 2 months’ service. The
original Volunteers were attached to the
16th Regiment. Ashland County fur-
nished two full companies of the 84,166
men Ohio furnished undir the call of
July 22, 1861. Both of these were in-
corporated into the 23d Regiment, OVI,
which possessed the distinclion of having
two of its officers, R. B, Huyves gnd Wil-
liam McKinley, become Prosident of the
United States.

Two Ashland County coripanies, C and
H, of the 42d Regiment, OVI, served
under another future President, Col.
James A, Garfield. More realistic this
time. the Volunteers were rnlisted for 3
vears' service. There are many anec-
dotes about C and H Companies. In a
war which was primarily fought by
younger men, General Garfield appointed
Peter B. Johnson, of Ashland, then aver
60 -years of age, as trainmaster. He
served honorably in thag ecapacity for 3
years.

Ashland County had the unique dis-
tinetion of having one of its native sons
be the first citizen of Ohio to volunteer
as a soldier for the Union Army. Lorin
Andrews was borr. in a log eabin, on
April 1, 1819 and was of the Horatio
Blger tradition. From 1840 to 1843 he
studied at Gambier but dropped out due
to lack of adequate finances, In 1854 he
was, nonetheless, chosen as president of
Gambier and the institution advanced
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under his leadership from 30 to over 200
pupils. It was in February 1861 that he
offered his services to Governor Denni-
son, believing that war wag inevitable,
He later enlisted as a private which
sparked the enthusiasm of citizens in
Knox County. Governor Tod made him
a colonel and asked him 1o raisc a com-
pany which he did. Thi« company was
a part of the 4th Regiment and it was
Lorin Andrews’ fate to full early in the
war. He died on September 18, 1861, in
West Virginia as a result of exposure
and typhoid fever. Returned to Gam-
bier, he was buried there st the prime of
life, 42, a martyred hero in Knox County.

Other Ashland sons served under an-
other illustricus Ohioan. Hon, John
Sherman, of Mansficld, who formed tho
65th Regiment OVI which was raised at
Mansfield. Col. Charles (¢. Harker com-
manded. They trained af. Camp Buck-
ingham which was located at Mansfield.

In July and September of 1862 during
the scare that Cincinnati would be be-
sieged by the famed Confederate raider,
John Morgan, an appeal was made to tho
farmers and laboring men within =2
broper distance of the Queen City to aid
in its defense. A large number of men
from the rural distriets hastened to the
rescue. On September 2, Governor Tod
issued a proclamation arthorizing Gen.
Lew Wallace to complete the organiza-
tion and stated that none but armed
men would be received. They were
called the Squirrel Hunters and de-
fended Cincinnati against a raid that
never materialized. Ashland County
sent 104 men to this peculiar campaign.
By resolution of the legislature in the
winter of 1863, discharges in due form
were furnished to the Squirrel Hunters
of 1862, successors in kindred spirit to
the minutemen of the Revolutionary
War.

On November 15, 1888, the soldiers’
monument was dedicated inn Ashiand at
the courthouse yard. Gen. R. B. Hayes,
former President of the United States,
delivered the dedicatory address. The
insecription is as follows:

GAR posts in Ashland County were
follows:

No. 132, Andrews Post, Ashland.

No. 182, McCarty Post, Polk.

No. 255, Elliot Post, Jeromesviile.

No. 278, Armstrong Post, Hayesville,

No. 309, Fisher Post, Loudonville.

No. 356, Fuller Smith Post, Suilivan.

No. 512, Zeigler Post, Perrysville.

No. 569, C. P. Ogden Post, Novi.

as

No. 607, Smalley Post, Rows.
COSHOCTON COUNTY
President Lincoln’s call for troops
came on April 14, 1861. Coshocton

County gives an interesting illustration
of how soldiers were conscripted in the
sixties. On April 16, 1861, a meeting
was held at the law offices of Nicholas &
Williams prior to which A. M. Williams
had gone to Columbus andg secured a
commission to raise a company. Signs
went up all over town which proclaimed
“Call for a Union Meeting.”

This public meeting wag held at the
courthouse. The Age, Coshocton news-
paper of the day, pointed out that im-
Imense delegations came in from every
part of the county and it became dan-
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THE BLUE AND THE GRAY

By the fAow of the inland river,
Whence the fleets of iron have fled,
Where the blades of the grave-grass guiver,
Asleep are the ranks of the: dead:
Under the sod and the dew,
Waiting the judgment day:
Under the one, the blue,
Under the other, the gray.

These in the robings of glory.
Those in the gloom of defeat,
All with the battle-blood gory.
In the dusk of eternity meet:
Undet the sod and the dew,
Walting the judgment day:
Under the laurel, the blue;
Under the willow, the gray.

From the silence of sorrowful hours
The desolate mourners go,
Lovingly laden with flowers,
Alike for the friend and the foe:
Under the sod and. the dew,,
Waiting the judgment day:
Under the roses, the blue;
Under the iilies, the gray.

So, with an equal splendor
The morning sunrays fall,
Wwith a touch impartially tender,
On the blossoms blooming for all:
Under the sod and the dew,
Walting the judgment day:
Broidered with gold, the blue;
Mellowed with gold, the gray.

So, when the summer calleth,
©On forest and fleld of grain,
With an equal murmur falleth
The cooling drip of the rain:
Under the sod and the dew,
Waiting the judgment day:
Wet with the rain, the blue;
Wet with the rain, the gray.

Sadly, but not with upbraiding,.
The genetous deed was done.
In the storms of the years that. are fading
No braver battle was won:
Under the sod and the dew,
Waiting the judgment day:
Under the blossoms, the blue;
Under the garlands, the gray.

No more shall the war-cry sever,
Or the winding rivers be red:
They banish our anger forever
When they laurel the graves of our dead:

Under the sod and the dew,
Waiting the judgment.day:
L.ove and tears for the blue;

Tears and love for the gray. \] Q
NO ONE WANTS WAR—MULTER'S
POSITION ON VIETNAM

(Mr. MULTER (at. the request of Mr.
Ker) was granted permission o extend
his remarks at this point in the RECORD
and to include extraneous matter.)

Mr. MULTER. Mr, Speaker, I and
several of my colleagues in the New York
delegation have recently received copies
of the same letter calling upon us. to op-
pose our Government's actions in
Vietnam.

That letter reads as follows:

Deaw Sir: We, the undersigned faculty
members of New York City’s Abraham Lin~
coln High School, submit the following. to
you for your thoughtful examination:

Nelther international law nor moral law
supports our position in Vietnam.

Our bombing of a helpless people is an
abomination.

silence against injustice today 1s compa-
rable to the silence of the German people
when 6 million human Hves. were. extin-
guished in the gas.chambers. and the crema-
toriums of Europe.

Many, many thoughtful people are looking
to you to help lead our country back to
morality and sanity. Open debate on the
Vietnam war on the floors of the House and
the Senate is long past due. It is time for
the elected representatives to do something—
whatever is necessary—to stop the horror on
the other side of the globe.

In addition, pressure must be applied to
our State Department to release all the facts
on Vietnam to the American people. ’

Mr. Speaker, because it is so important
that all of our citizens understand why
we are in Vietnam and why we have
taken the position we have taken, T have
written to these well-meaning, people in
an effort to make my position crystal
clear.

My reply was as follows:

Dear FriEnps: This will acknowledge
receipt of your mimeographed letter, dated
March 18, 1966, postmarked April 17, 1966,
together with copies of the same letter which
have been referred to me by other Congress-
men, since your school 1s located in the con-
gressional district, which I have the honor
to represent,

Before attempting to discuss the legal ox
factual situation, permit me first to empha-~
size and reemphasize as vigorously as possi-
ble my posltion.

Neither President Johnson, Vice President
Humpurey, nor I, and as far as T know, no
Member of Congress, wants war, limited or
unlimited, declared or undeclared.

We want no war anywhere, any place or

" any time.

We want no war—period.

We want peace.

We want peace for all people everywhere
and every place for all time.

We will meet at any time, any place, with
anybody to talk peace and without any con-
ditions.

Meeting among ourselves to discuss peace
s fine but it does nothing constructive ex-
cept to let us blow off steam.

If we could arrange to dibcuss peace with
the Vietcong, the National Liberatlon Front,
Hanol, or Peking, we might accomplish some-
thing. I will help expedite the issuance of a
visa for anyone who can arrange a meeting
for that purpose.

The United Nations and the greatest. diplo-
mats in the world, American and forelgn,
Communist and anti-Communist, thus far
nhave falled. They and we continue to try.

Now let us proceed to put this entire
matter in true perspective.

Moral law, American law and international

law all demanded that we go into Vietnam

and stay there, doing exactly as we are dolng,
until the people of Vietnam invite us out just
as they originally invited us in.

Bibles are the original source of all thoral
law as civilized people practice it Bibles
include the Old Testament, the New Testa-
ment, the Koran and all other simllar books,
no matter what they are called.

My Bible, like each of the others, teaches:
«ppoclaim liberty throughout the land unto
all the inhabltants thereof.”

All civilizatlon has believed that the word
“proclalm” as used there means more than
talk about 1t. It means fight for it not only
for ourselves but for all others from whom
the aggressor seeks to take it. “‘Throughout
the land” means all the world—mnot merely
America. or Israel or Nazl Germany or Fascist
Italy.

“All the inhabltants” means just that and
not merely the whites or the Jews or the
orientals, but all, Domestic and interna-
tional law are based on: that moral law.

That. 1s why the Jews successfully fought
off the Amalekites; the Maccabees assaulted
and defeated their persecutors; the free world
did not submlt but beat. down the Hitlers of
all ages. That is why our fleet defends

Approvesies ReEESTSNA05REOR DIA-RDPYHE00446R000400060002-0 8759

Talwan (Formosa) from the Chinese Com-
munists; That is why we sent our marines .
into Lebanon. That is why the United States
is committed to. defend Israel agalnst Arab
aggression,

If Nasser attempts to carry out his threat
to destroy Israel, will you continue to cry
“Peace, peace” or will you insist that the
United States send its Army, Navy, and Air
Force to protect Israel?

When Hitler was riding high, we talked
until we were breathless and to no avail.

When we sent our boys to Europe and the *
Pacific to prevent further murder and car-
nage, you shouted more and more and faster
and faster.

Which of you cried out against the de-
struction of Berlin and Hiroshima and the
innocent civillans who died then? The
more shame for not having done so.

The military facts of life are, however,
that to the fullest extent possible we try to
spare civilians. from death and maiming—
but the enemy does not and never has.

Bombing of any people, not only the help-
less, ls an abomination. We are not bomb-
ing civilians. We are bombing a ruthless,
treacherous, fighting enemy and its military
ingtallations. -

More than 1 million North Vietnamese
have fled their homes, leaving everything
behind, going to South Vietnam for safe ref-
uge from the Communist hordes.

Tt 1s the National Liberation Front, the
Vieteong, the Chinese Communists, who are
mutilating, murdering, and pillaging, not us.

The Geneva Conference provided for free
elections in beth North and South Vietnam.
The National Liberation Front and the Viet-
cong have thus far prevented such elections.

We have not interferred in North Vietnam
because its government has not asked us to
do so. Our treaty obligations require us to
do just that if requested by a government to
help it prevent aggression from outside.

Even if the North Vietnamese revolted

agalnst their government and asked us to in-
tervene, we have no treaty obligation to do
50.
All we are doing in South Vietnam is—at
the request of its duly accredited govern-
meni—opposing aggression from outside and
trying to permit the South Vietnamese to
elect their own government.

Once that is accomplished, we will follow
the bidding of that government and those
people and stay or get out. In any event,
once the aggression ceases, we will get out.

All that the U.S. Government has done has
been approved by the U.S. Congress, not once
but five times, most of the times unani-
mously and the last time with only 6 votes
out of 534 against it.

1 have complete confidence in.our Com-
mander in Chief, whom we elected as Pres-
ident of these United States and I am sure
that he will continue to exert every possible
effort to bring about an early peace and that
is a peace with honor and dignity, not only
to ourselves but to all mankind.

I appreciate having your views and invite
you to write me further about this or any
other matter.

Sincerely yours,
ABraHAM J. MULTER.

AN ANSWER TO THE CRITICS OF
FHA

- (Mr. MULTER (at the request of Mr.
Kee) was granted permission to extend
his. remarks at this point in the RECORD
and to.include extraneous matter.)

Mr. MULTER. Mr. Speaker, the
Federal Housing Administration has. had
its share of eritics lately.

The examples. being used, the cases in
point, have some age on them, but gen-
erally center around the late 1950’s and
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Lthe  carly 1960’s. The late 1950°s is a
particutarly fruitful period for those who
criticize FHA. And projects in Florida
seem to offer them fertile ground for
their digging.

The record—and the 20/20 hindsight
of Lhe faultfinders—shows why this era
and this area were chosen for the point
of attack. Florida was overbuilt. The
supply was greater than demand, and
I"HA suffered the consequences.

Bul i, was not alone in bearing the
burden of great expeetations and mediwmn
realizations. The private and conven-
Lionat mortgage lenders took losses that
were as great or greater.

Nor do the critics give any weight-—
or even recognition-—to the fact thai the
I"HA has served well the American pub-
lie, without cost to the Awerican tax-
payer.

Siaee it was established in 1924, the
I'HA hag helped about 8 million families
reatize vheir aspirations for better hous-
ing. i} has insured mortgages on homes,
and served as the catalyst for providing
over | million units of rental housing.

One has only to contrast the blighted
slum area of Southwest Washington of
& few yvears ago with the bheautiful
apartments and homes there today, to
realize what FHA has done. Today’s
Southwest Washington is madc possible
by risk—insurance risk by FHA.

My own 13th Congressional Distriet,
as well as most of New York City and
State, has had its fair share of better
fumily housing because of FIHA. Wa
want, maore of it

This is part of the total record. If
the losses to accomplish this record wera
excessive, many of us would have reser-
vations about FHA. But the facts are
these:

Iirst. The percentage of net loss to
insurance written is only slightly over
one-half of 1 percent—0.59 to be precise.
Do ned confuse this with the annual
premium. ‘The net loss is 0.59 percent
of the pross amount of insurance issued.

Second. The agency is self-sunporting
and in tiscal 1954 vepaid the Treasury
{or its seed money including over $26G
million in interest,

Third., The FHA now has accumulated
reserves in excess of $1.1 billion tn pay
for its future losses,

Make no mistake. There will be fu-
ture losses. The FHA is an insurance
operation, and insurance involvoes risk,
or there would be no need for it,

But the stockholders of life insurance
fompanies do not go to the cemeteries
ard wring theilr hands with the widows
oi men nnder 50 who have died of heart
ablack,

I'bey ook at the net vesuits. This is
what we should be doing and we will see
thet the FHA has helped us to become
a nation of homeowners.

This is 2 public record which we should
1ot permit, to be desecrated by any pop-
ular borrer story which has been pro-
duced for public consumption. The rec-
ard speaks for itself, but it needs to be
made known.

Pedicated public service unfortunately
rioes not have the glamour and mass ap~'
neal of the stories of wrongdoing and
misuse of public trust.

- arhiovements as a suide to
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T would like to review some of the spe-

cific recent criticisms to illustrate how
distorted partial facts can make cases
appear. One of the principal target
areas is inflated land values.

The critics dote on referring to one ex-
ample where the land cost $212,000, and
was later valued at $300,000. What is
not mentioned is that the purchase price
did not include the cost of the option.
Neither does it mention any allowance
for interest, taxes, or cairying charges.
Furthermore, in that ares land values on
prime sites were rising. I am told the
value was reviewed by the headquarters
technieal staff who found Lhe value fully
jussified.

I do want to point out that FHA has
taken effective measures to avoid inflated
land values in its instructions to field
offices.

There have heen a gocd many refer-
ences to nonprofit. sponsors, especially in
housing for the elderly. 'This was a new
field in which the Congress directed FHA
to help meet the need «f housing our
senior citizens. Fveryonce had to learn
how to deal with brojects of this type.
No dcubt some errors wer: made. But I
do krow that here, also. the FHA has
tightened up on its requir»ments to cor-
rect deficiencies which have been de-
tected.

As with maost iadustrie:, housing has
had a few unscrupulous or-erators.

The record shows that FHA has moved
aggevessively to isolate and to eliminate
shady operators from its programs.

FiH{A Commissioner Philip N. Brown-
stein has assured me of his determination
to eliminate opportunities for malprac-
tice on the part of persons doing business
with the FHA.

M ane has ever said that the opera-
tions of the Federnl Housig Administra-
tion are perfect or that “uman beings
are not sukject to huma+ error. But,
there has been no evidence of fraud or
willful misconduet on the part of any
emnlnvee of the Federal H:using Admin-
istration in connection wirk the recent
criti~isms.

T he'ieve we should lock Lo FHA’s past
rs ehanees for
fiztnre success.

We are faced with new and greater
challenges of tuture growtr and develop-~
ment as a Nation. 1 hope and expect
that FHA will be the catalvst for bring-
ing many of our national rspirations in
the field of housing to brosd realization.

GIRMAN GOVERNMENT'SS SALE OF
STEEL TC RED CHINA

(Mr. ST GERMAIN (at the request of
Mr. KrE) was granted perriission to ex-
tend his remarks at this point in the REC~
orp znd to include extraneous matter.)

Mr., ST GERMAIN. M. Speaker, I
would like to voice my opposition to the
German Government’s approval of a sale
of a $176 million steel complex to Com-
munist China. I regard this sale as a
threat to the fulure security of the
Tnited States and as an expression of
selfish disregard or: the part of the Ger-
man Government for the policies of the
United States.

Why must we contribute so much to
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the economic development and security
of a nation and then remain silent, whe:t
this same nation approves of action that
is contrary to our policies and will
ultimately prove detrimertal to our 50
curity and that of the free world? Let us
not fool ourselves. Any contribution to
the industrial development. of Red China
further threatens the security of the free
world for Red China has not manifested
any intent to pursue a peaceful course
in the future.

How absurd that we should have
200,000 American men in West Germany
to protecet this nation from a Communist
takeover and remain silent when this
same nation approves of action that
strengthens the most aggressive member
of the Communist bloe.

Mr. Speaker. I think that the time has
come for the United States to raise its
voice in opposition to those nations whorm
we have helped and are helping and
whose current actions threaten our ef-
forts to maintain peaceful order in a
much troubled world.

S am—

TO CORRECT A MISTAKP AN
AMENDMENT TO THE COLD WAR
GI BILL

(Mr. PEPPER (at the roguest of My
KEE) was granted permission to extend
his remarks at this point in the Recorn
and to include extranecous matter.)

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. Speaker, on March
3 of this year the President signed into
law a measure which we in Congress la-
bored many years to see enacted. I re-
fer of course to the cold war GI bill of
rights, the Veterang’ Readjustment
Benefits Act of 1966. This is g monu-~
mental piece of legislation in terms of its
certain impact not only or. the veteran
community but on the country as a
whole. As one of the original SPONSOrs
of the bill, I have long anticipated the
successful completion of our legislative
struggle to provide benefits to veterans
who served after the Korean conflict it
is a matter of equity. It is also a matter
of good sense. The promises of higher
cducational accomplishmoents, of in-
creased earning power, and of a more
productive society do not need to be re-
iterated. In a short time these
prophecies of the future will be current
facts.

The number of veterans that are
reached by this new GI bill are a good in-
diration of the scope of this legislation.
1n my State of Florida more than 100,000
veterans will be eligible fer assistance
by the end of fiscal year 1947, Taday in
North Dade County, the congressional
district that I represent, there arc an
estimated 10,500 eligible nost-Kaorean
veterans. More than 1,300 of them arc
expected to take advantage of the neve
educational benefits in the first year
alone. In addition to the $841,000 in di-
rect educational benefits that will po to
these North Dade veterans in fiscal year
1967, the program is also expeceted to pro-
vide guaranteed loans totaling $115 mil-
lion to some 110 veterans in my distriet.

When we approve legislation that is
going to play an important part in the
lives of so many people, we have to malke
sure that it is properly and efficiently
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